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PREFACE. 


The  following  speech  was  delivered  in  the  Commission  of  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland,  on  the  17th  of 
June  1868,  the  day  appointed  for  the  discussion  of  the  present  pro- 
posals in  Parliament  in  regard  to  Irish  Protestantism.  It  was 
taken  down  in  short-hand  by  a  first-class  reporter,  and  it  appears 
revised  in  its  present  form  at  the  request  of  many  friends. 

The  vast  importance  of  the  subject  to  which  it  relates  can  scarcely 
be  over-estimated,  and  although  a  singular  amount  of  delusion  is 
abroad  in  regard  to  it,  it  is  hoped  that  wiser  counsels  may  yet  pre- 
vail. That  any  one  who,  having  read  history,  has  travelled  over 
Ireland,  and  liad  an  opportunity  of  comparing  that  fertile  but  un- 
happy country  with  other  lands,  can  have  any  serious  doubt  as  to 
the  leading  cause  of  its  social  degradation,  seems  incredible.  Other 
causes,  no  doubt,  there  are,  but  let  any  one  compare  Belfast  with 
Galway,  Protestant  Ulster  with  the  Popish  south  and  west  of  Ire 
land,  and  it  seems  impossible  to  deny  that  the  same  cause  which  has 
degraded  Mexico  and  Spain,  Austria  and  Italy,  has  visibly  stamped 
its  impress  on  Ireland. 

The  Baron  Dupin,  writing  in  regard  to  the  Industry  of  Nations, 
Bays: — 

"  The  Attica  of  the  north,  with  its  naked  mountains,  its  frozen  uplands,  and  its  sky 
of  iron — Scotland  sends  to  the  different  nations  more  productions  of  its  soil  and  its 
arts  than  the  vast  country  of  Mexico,  with  its  silver  mines,  worked  by  hundreds,  its 
eternal  spring,  its  sunshine  like  that  of  Egypt,  and  its  vegetation  in  the  presence  of 
which  even  that  of  the  ancient  promised  land  and  the  wondrous  East  is  weak. 
Scotland,  with  her  numerous  flocks,  helps  to  feed  London,  the  city  of  2,500,000  souls. 
By  the  works  of  two  of  her  sons,  Adam  Smith  and  James  AVatt,  she  has  anticipated 
England  in  the  study  of  riches ;  uniting  practice  with  theory,  she  has  drawn  from  the 
vapour  of  water  the  most  powerful  and  most  obedient  of  moving  forces,  in  order  to 
apply  it  to  an  infinite  variety  of  arts.  At  this  day  Great  Britain  builds  a  larger 
number  of  iron  steamships  than  are  built  by  all  the  nations  of  Europe  put  together, 
and  of  this  wonderful  work  of  Great  Britain,  little  Scotland  does  more  than  the 
half!" 

But  whence  is  this  result  ?  Without  a  doubt  it  has,  by  the 
Divine  blessing,  sprung  from  Protestantism,  and  the  general  dif- 
fusion of  Scriptural  knowledge.  Scotland  is  often  absurdly  referred 
to  in  the  present  discussions,  as  if  this  gratifying  result  were  trace- 
able only  to  the  peculiar  struggles  which  preceded  the  Revolution, 


and  to  her  having  a  church  of  her  own.  Holding  the  results  of  thei 
old  struggles  in  profound  estimation,  it  is  still  certain  that,  if  insteadj 
of  issuing  in  a  more  intense  form  of  Protestantism,  they  had  issued'! 
in  the  restoration  of  Popery,  Scotland  would  have  been  found  as^ 
ungovernable  as  Ireland,  and  as  degraded  as  Mexico  or  Spain. 

That  the  question  of  Ireland  involves  peculiar  difficulties,  espe- 
cially when  considered  cursorily,  and  from  a  Scotch  point  of  view, 
without  regard  to  the  broad  issues  raised,  may  be  readily  admitted. 
But  these  difficulties  are  not  new ;  and  what  is  now  proposed  is 
that  the  Government  should,  instead  of  reforming,  not  only  dis- 
endow but  disestahlisli  or  disoivn  Protestantism  in  Ireland ;  in 
other  words,  virtually  hand  over  that  unhappy  country  to  the 
management  of  the  Komish  priests.  How  such  a  man  as  Dr 
Chalmers  would  have  acted  in  present  circumstances  cannot  be 
doubtful ;  and  a  mere  change  of  position  cannot  affect  unalter- 
able principles,  founded  on  the  Word  of  God. 

At  the  present  moment  parties  are  manifestly  acting  in  concert 
whose  objects  are  totally  different,  and  never,  perhaps,  was  the 
political  craft  of  Kome  more  conspicuous  than  in  getting  so  many 
opposite  classes  to  do  her  work,  and  that  too  upon  pretence  of  seek- 
ing to  destroy  her  influence. 

The  questions  now  raised,  however,  should  be  considered  apart 
from  individuals  or  parties,  and  we  commend  the  following  facts  and 
considerations  to  the  Christian  people  of  Britain,  who  must  think 
and  act  for  themselves.  They  have  now,  to  an  extent  greater  than 
has  probably  existed  since  the  Keformation,  the  power  of  influencing 
the  proceedings  of  statesmen  and  of  parliaments.  No  such  crisis  as 
the  present  has  occurred  since  the  Kevolution  ;  no  more  important 
parliament  than  that  about  to  assemble  has  been  convened  in 
modern  times.  And  we  trust  the  result  will  prove  that  the  Pro- 
testant spirit  of  the  country  is  stiU  unbroken,  and  that  whilst  fully 
prepared  for  every  measure  of  true  reform,  the  Parliament  of  Britain 
will  resist  revolution,  and  maintain  to  the  uttermost  that  truth  and 
righteousness  by  which  alone  a  nation  can  be  exalted. 
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Dr  Begg — It  may  be  necessary  to  remind  the  Commission  of  the  way  in 
which  this  question  has  been  introduced  into  the  Free  Church.  It  was  first 
introduced  by  Dr  Buchanan,  at  a  former  meeting  of  the  Commission,  and 
it  was  then  considered  so  important  as  to  warrant  the  unusual  step  of  so 
introducing  it,  and  of  the  Commission  appointing  a  committee  to  consider 
it.  The  motion  introducing  the  question  was  no  doubt  in  itself  quite 
harmless  ;  but  in  the  speech  by  which  it  was  even  then  supported,  there 
were  indications  of  opinion  from  which  some  of  us  were  forced  at  the 
time  to  dissent.  That  Committee  so  appointed  by  the  Commission  met 
and  reported,  and  it  is  their  report  which  has  brought  the  subject  before 
the  Assembly  and  before  us  to-day.  Now,  I  for  one  do  not  regret,  in  the 
whole  circumstances,  that  it  has  now  come  before  us.  In  fact,  it  seems  to 
me  that  it  was  quite  essential,  if  we  could  command  the  necessary  time  that 
we  should  look  at  a  question  having  such  momentous  bearings  on  the  in- 
terests of  religion  throughout  the  kingdom.  Nevertheless  it  is  a  question 
so  mixed  up  with  political  matters  and  considerations  that  every  one  must 
see  that  it  requires  to  be  handled  in  a  Court  like  this  with  very  great  de- 
licacy, so  that  we  shall  not  seem  to  intrude  into  a  province  with  which  we 
have  little  to  do.  That  is  one  view  of  the  subject.  On  the  other  hand, 
it  is  a  question  that  has  a  most  important  bearing  on  Scripture  principles, 
that  goes  deep  into  the  future  of  the  religious  state  of  this  country  ;  and 
it  is  of  great  importance  that  we  should  look  at  it  calmly  and  intelligently. 
It  seems  to  me  especially  much  better  than  that  we  should  have  it  dis- 
cussed in  a  fragmentary  way  out  of  doors,  that  we  should  face  it  in  the 
Supreme  Court  of  our  Church.  For  one,  therefore,  I  rejoice  that  we  are 
now  to  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  it  in  a  deliberate  way.  We  must 
surely  also  all  admit,  that  we  at  least  can  dispose  of  the  question  without 
the  suspicion  of  any  personal  interest  in  connexion  with  it.  (Hear,  hear.) 
We  are  personally  separated  from  the  Established  Churches  of  the  country, 
although  as  Christians  and  patriots  we  cannot  cease  to  feel  an  interest  in 


them,  and  although  we  still  hold,  I  hope,  and  I  am  glad  to  observe  from  * 
both  the  motions,  that  we  avow  our  holding  the  principle  of  the  right  and 
duty  of  the  State  to  maintain  an  ecclesiastical  establishment  of  the  truth. 
Let  me,  moreover,  state  at  the  outset  the  precise  difference,  as  it  appears] 
to  me,  between  the  two  motions  which  are  to  be  submitted  to  the  House. 
Both  the  motions,  as  I  have  intimated  already,  seem  to  indicate  that 
"we  still  resolve  to  maintain  the  principle  of  an  ecclesiastical  establish- 
ment, as  hitherto  forming  part  of  the  testimony  of  our  Church.  We  also 
are  unanimously  of  opinion,  as  appears  from  the  motions,  that  we  should 
deprecate  the  endowment  of  Popery  as  the  greatest  public  calamity  that 
could  befall  the  country.  (Hear,  hear.)  We  are  totally  opposed  to  indis- 
criminate endowments  of  truth  and  falsehood,  and  the  difference  between 
the  two  motions — although  it  is  a  very  wide  difference  after  all — is  this, 
that  in  the  one  motion  a  decided  opinion  is  given  upon  the  present  state 
of  matters  and  the  political  questions  involved — an  opinion,  as  I  think, 
unwise  and  inconsistent  with  our  principles ;  while  in  the  other  motion 
principles  are  stated,  but  an  attempt  is  made  to  prevent  our  Church  from 
assuming  a  mere  party  and  political  aspect  by  giving  any  unwise  opinion 
as  to  the  practical  application  of  our  principles,  to  the  very  difficult  cir- 
cumstances in  which  Ireland  is  placed,  beyond  this,  that  the  Government 
is  bound  to  support  the  truth  of  God  in  that  land.  It  is  maintained  on 
the  other  side  that  there  is  no  alternative  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
but  either  to  support  all  bodies  or  to  support  none ;  and  it  is  inferred  that 
since  it  is  better  to  support  none  than  to  support  all,  we  ought  to  give  it 
forth  as  our  opinion,  that  this  is  the  alternative  which  the  statesmen  of 
our  country  should  at  present  adopt.  Now,  this  is  plausible  but  fallacious, 
for,  in  the  first  place,  I  do  not  admit  that  we  are  driven  to  any  such  alter- 
native as  this  of  supporting  all  or  supporting  none — (hear,  hear) — I  do  not 
think  we  are  entitled  to  tell  statesmen  that  that  is  the  alternative  to  which 
they  are  driven,  or  ever  can  be  driven.  (Hear,  hear.)  For  my  part  I 
cannot  see  that,  as  men  interpreting  the  Word  of  God,  we  are  ever  entitled 
to  say  to  statesmen  that  they  are  put,  or  can  be  put,  into  a  position 
in  which  they  have  merely  to  choose  between  two  evils,  the  promotion  of 
truth  and  falsehood  alike,  or  an  entire  abstinence  from  any  support  of  the 
cause  of  Christ.  There  is  surely  always  a  third  alternative,  viz.,  to  do 
what  is  right.  And  then,  in  the  second  place,  I  do  not  believe,  in  opposition 
to  loud  assertions  to  the  contrary,  that  the  measures  which  are  in  progress 
and  which  we  are  called  upon  to  support,  have  in  the  slightest  degree  the 
tendency  to  advance  Protestantism.  On  the  contrary,  I  think  I  shall 
prove  that  they  have  a  direct  tendency  to  promote  Popery,  and  that  if  we 
shall  throw  ourselves  into  the  revolutionary  stream  which  seems  now  to 
be  running  so  strongly,  we  shall  to  all  appearance  simply  be  aiding  in  the 
restoration  of  the  influence  of  a  system  which  was  so  successfully  resisted 


and  overturned  by  our  ancestors  at  the  Reformation,  and  at  the  Revolu- 
tion.  These  are  the  grounds  on  which  I  resist  the  motion  on  the  other 
side,  and  I  am  extremely  anxious  that  our  Church  should  not  be  com- 
mitted to  the  unsound  and  fallacious  positions,  as  I  think  them,  which 
are  maintained  at  present  on  the  subject. 

I.  Take  these  points  in  order.  Now,  in  regard  to  the  first  of  these 
points,  namely,  whether  there  is  no  alternative  before  the  Government, 
but  the  maintenance  of  all  religions  or  none  in  Ireland,  I  think  the  state- 
ment is  quite  fallacious.  Let  us  look  at  the  question,  in  the  first  place, 
apart  from  the  matter  of  endowment,  because  you  will  observe  that 
although  in  the  motion  on  the  other  side  the  word  endowment  is  used, 
the  question  really  before  the  country  is  the  question  of  disestablishment, 
as  well  as  disendowment  —  the  proposal  is  "  disestablish"  as  well  as 
"disendow."  The  real  alternative  placed  before  the  country  is  that  the 
Government  shall  become  absolutely  neutral,  and  assuredly  you  never  are 
entitled  on  scriptural  grounds  to  put  that  alternative  to  statesmen,  or  to 
any  men.  You  may  put  the  alternative,  no  doubt,  of  giving  money  to 
one  class  or  more  classes ;  for  the  mode  of  countenancing  religion  may 
vary  with  circumstances,  but  you  never  lawfully  can  put  the  alternative  to 
nations  or  individuals,  of  being  entirely  neutral  and  indifferent  in  regard 
to  the  cause  of  Christ ;  for  '*  he  that  is  not  with  Christ  is  against  Him." 
Every  man  is  bound  to  support  the  cause  of  Christ,  and  to  oppose  that  of 
antichrist.  All  statesmen  are  bound  to  support  the  cause  of  Christ,  and 
we  must  tell  them  so.  No  doubt,  there  may  be  different  forms  in  which 
that  duty  may  be  discharged,  but  the  duty  itself  is  unalterable  and 
universal.  (Hear,  hear.)  There  cannot  therefore  be  lawfuUy  any  such 
alternative  as  is  alleged.  It  may  be,  and  I  believe  it  is,  a  more  aggravated 
sin  to  endow  all  than  to  endow  none,  but  to  be  indifferent  to  the  cause  of 
Christ  or  to  oppose  it  are  always  sins.  Now,  what  is  the  ground  on  which 
it  is  supposed  that  there  is  only  this  alleged  alternative  before  the  Govern 
ment  I  I  hear  of  two  grounds.  Some  cry  "  the  statesmen  themselves  say 
that  there  is  no  other  alternative."  And  are  we  seriously  asked  to  take 
their  ipse  dixit,  as  the  ground  of  our  judgment  in  a  Court  like  this  1 
(Hear,  hear.)  The  thing  is  preposterous.  "  To  the  law  and  to  the  testi- 
mony, if  they  speak  not  according  to  this  word,  it  is  because  there  is  no 
light  in  them."  Others  say,  "  We  see  ourselves  that  this  is  the  only  practic- 
able alternative."  It  is  very  singular  that  Mr  Gladstone  himself,  in  other 
days,  when  he  saw  the  matter  in  the  true  light  of  Scripture,  did  not  put 
it  in  any  such  way.     He  says  in  his  essay  on  Church  and  State  : — 

"  The  time  is  now  arrived  when  an  answer  should,  if  possible,  be  had  to 
the  question,  Whether  it  be  or  be  not  the  manifest  ordinance  of  Almighty 
God  that  Governments  have  active  duties  towards  religion —  Christian 
Governments  towards  the  Christian  Church  ?    As  was  said  of  old,  *  If  the 
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Lord  be  God,  serve  Him  ;  but  if  Baal,  then  serve  liim '  (1  Kings  xviii.  21)  ; 
so  it  should  now  be  said  to  the  English  people — '  If  there  be  no  conscience 
in  the  state,  and  if  unity  in  the  body  be  no  law  of  the  Church,  let  us 
abandon  the  ancient  policy  under  which  this  land  has  consolidated  her 
strength,  and  matured  her  happiness,  and  earned  her  fame ;  but  if  the 
reverse  of  both  these  propositions  be  true,  in  the  sacred  name  of  God,  to 
the  utmost  and  to  the  latest  of  our  power  let  us  persist."     (Hear,  hear.) 

It  is  somewhat  remarkable  here  that  Mr  Gladstone  refers  to  the  case  of 
Elijah  and  Ahab.  The  truth  is,  that  at  that  time  there  was  a  far  more 
serious  alternative  before  Ahab  than  before  our  present  statesmen — that  is 
to  say,  there  did  not  appear  at  that  time  anything  like  so  much  visible 
religion  in  Israel  as  is  now  in  Ireland — little  visible  truth  at  all ;  and  Ahab 
might  have  far  more  plausibly  said  to  Elijah,  "  I  must  support  Baal  or 
none ;  am  I  to  support  a  religion  represented  by  little  more  than  a  single 
individual  so  far  as  I  can  see  ? "  He  was  far  more  entitled  to  say  this  than 
our  Government  are  entitled  to  make  any  such  statement  now.  (Hear,  hear.) 
But  would  such  an  allegation  have  been  tolerated  1  1  would  just  put  it  to 
our  friends  on  the  other  side,  What  is  your  interj)retation  of  what  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Government  is  to  be  in  the  matter  of  religion  in  Ireland  after 
they  have  swept  down  the  Established  Church,  and  removed  the  Regium 
Donum  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  ?  Of  course  I  am  just  as  much  alive 
to  the  anomalies  in  the  Established  Church  there  as  any  man  can  be,  and  I 
am  not  here  to  defend  these ;  whilst,  in  regard  to  our  Presbyterian  brethren 
in  Ireland,  I  certainly  think  it  would  have  been  well  for  us  to  have  had  some 
consultation  with  them  before  we  proposed  to  come  to  any  conclusion  upon 
the  subject.  But  I  say,  Suppose  you  get  the  matter  your  own  way,  and 
that  all  these  endowments  of  Protestantism  in  Ireland  are  overthrown, 
how  is  the  Government  then  to  support  the  truth  in  Ireland  1  Suppose 
you  disendow  Protestantism  in  Ireland,  what  of  disestablishing  it  1  Does 
that  mean  anything  else  than  simply  disowning  it  practically?  (Hear, 
hear.)  And  when  this  is  done — and  done  not  because  Protestantism  is 
untrue,  but  because  it  is  in  a  minority — does  it  not  imply  that  the  Govern- 
ment is  to  become  utterly  indifferent  in  regard  to  religion?  I  just  ask 
the  question.  In  these  circumstances,  how  is  your  Estabhshment  prin- 
ciple, or  any  defensible  form  of  an  Establishment  principle,  to  be  carried 
out  in  Ireland  by  the  Government  of  this  country  ?  I  defy  any  one  to 
answer  this  question  in  a  Scriptural  way.  It  has  occurred  to  me  here 
that  we  might  get  some  light  now  on  a  thing  that  hitherto  has  been 
a  matter  of  uncertainty — I  mean  those  Articles  of  so-called  Agreement 
in  connexion  with  the  Union  negotiations.  How  are  those  Articles  of 
Agreement  understood  by  the  United  Presbyterians,  and  to  be  worked 
out  upon  this  new  theory  ?  I  should  like  that  we  had  a  closeting  with 
our  friends  upon  that  subject.     They  say  and  we  say  : — 

"  1.  That  civil  c^overnraent  is  an  ordinance  of  God  for  His  own  glory 
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and  the  public  good ;  that  to  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ  is  given  all  power  in 
heaven  and  on  earth;  and  that  magistrates,  as  well  as  other  men,  are 
under  obligation  to  submit  themselves  to  Him,  and  to  regulate  their  con- 
duct in  their  several  places  and  relations  by  His  Word.  2.  That  the  civil 
magistrate  ouerht  to  further  the  interests  of  the  religion  of  the  Lord  Jesus 
Christ  among  his  subjects,  in  every  way  consistent  with  its  spirit  and 
enactments ;  and  to  be  ruled  by  it  in  the  making  of  laws,  the  administra- 
tion of  justice,  the  swearing  of  oaths,  and  other  matters  of  civil  jurisdic- 
tion," and  so  on. 

Well,  I  would  just  ask  these  gentlemen.  If  you  sweep  away  the  Estab- 
lished Church  and  the  Presbyterian  Church,  as  far  as  the  Government  is 
concerned — if  you  publicly  disown  both,  and  the  truth  which  they  main- 
tain— if  you  treat  Protestant  truth  and  Popish  falsehood  as  if  they  were 
precisely  alike,  how  are  those  principles  to  be  developed  and  manifested 
in  regard  to  Ireland  1     (Hear,  hear.)     This  is  a  very  important  practical 
question,  and  I  think,  if  clearly  answered,  it  would  go  farther  to  make 
us  understand  what  the  principles  of  our  friends  are  than  anything  else 
that  has  occurred.     In  the  absence  of  any  information  of  that  sort,  it 
seems  to  me  that  what   they  and   some   amongst   us  are  prepared  to 
maintain  is  this,  that  the  Government  are  under  an  obligation  to  sup- 
port neither  truth  nor  falsehood,  but  to  be  entii-ely  neutral  in  regard  to 
these  in  so  far  as  Ireland  is  concerned.     This  is  a  thoroughly  indefen- 
sible position,  and  yet  this  is  your  ground,  as  far  as  I  can  understand  it  j 
and  if  this  be  not  your  ground,  1  am  very  anxious  that  some  one  should 
rise  up  and  clearly  explain  what  your  doctrine,  and  that  of  your  allies,  is ; 
for  there  is  an  immense  amount  of  ambiguity  in  the  statements  that  are 
made  on  the  subject.     If  this  be  the  ground  that  is  taken,  1  maintain 
that  it  is  utterly  untenable  ground,  and  in  a  Christian  Church,  monstrous. 
We  are  no  doubt  bound  to  protest  to  the  uttermost  against  indiscriminate 
endowments ;  and  I,  for  my  part,  would  go  the  length  of  saying  that  it 
is  more  impious  to  endow  all  than  to  endow  none,  and  that  the  greatest 
calamity  that  could  befall  the  country  is  the  support  of  Popery  by  the 
Government  in  Ireland,     I  repudiate  such  a  result  in  every  shape  and 
form.     But,  on  the  other  hand,   I  do   not  see — I  have  not  been  able 
to  see — that  the  Government  of  this  country,   especially  looking  at  it 
as  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom,  a  Protestant  kingdom,  of 
which  Ireland  is  merely  a  part,  are  entitled  to  speak  of  having  no  alter- 
native but  to  endow  Popery,  or  to  be  neutral,  or  that  we,  as  a  Christian 
Church,  are  entitled  to  tell  them  that  any  such  alternative  is  presented 
to  them.     Will  any  man  take  his  Bible,  and  show  me  out  of  that  Bible, 
that  there  is  any  such   principle  in   the  Word  of  God,   bafore  we  go 
an  inch  farther  in  that  direction?     (Hear,  hear.)     The  thing  is  simply 
impossible.     Then  I  have  another  fact  to  state  in  connexion  with  this — 
namely,  that  so  far  as  the  matter  has  been  brought,  even  apparently,  into 
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this  state,  It  has  been  brought  into  it  chiefly  by  the  instrumentality  of  the 
very  persons  who  are  now  making  use  of  it  for  the  purpose  of  upsetting 
the  Protestant  institutions  of  the  country.      I  refer,  of  course,  to  our 
Voluntary  friends.    (Cries  of  "Hear,  hear.")   We  have  been  fighting  against 
Maynooth  for  twenty  years,  for  example.    I  take  some  little  credit  to  myself 
for  having  been,  by  the  grace  of  God,  very  steadfast  in  maintaining  that 
battle — (applause) — and  often  against  very   serious  odds,  and  with  no 
great  help  from  many  who  are  talking  loudly  at  the  present  moment 
against  Popery.     (Hear,  hear.)     But  what  have  our  friends  who  are  now 
80  clamorous  in  asserting  that  there  is  only  one  alternative  before  the 
Government — to  endow  all  or  none — been  doing  all  the  time?     Why, 
they  have  not  only  been  giving  us  no  help,  but,  by  standing  aloof  from 
the  struggle,  they  have  been   giving  practical  help  to  the  endowment 
of  Popery,  which  has  been  going  steadily  on  for  twenty  years,  and  now 
amounts  to  upwards  of  XI 000  a  day.    They  have  refused  to  petition  against 
Maynooth  all  along — (hear,  hear) — the  mass  of  them, — although  I  candidly 
and  readily  admit  that  there  are  some   excellent  men  amongst  them, 
who  have  been   very  consistently  helping  us  against  Maynooth — but 
the  great  mass  of  them  have  just  been  maintaining  all  along  as  they 
maintain  now,  that  Popery  is  as  much  entitled  to  be  supported  by  the 
Government  as  Protestantism.     They  have  absolutely  refused  to  oppose 
Maynooth,  unless  on  the  ground  of  opposing  all  endowments.     Thus  they 
have  virtually  supported  Maynooth,  as  I  have  often  said  before  ;  firing,  or 
pretending  to  fire  against  the  whole  covey,  they  have  missed  every  bird — 
(a  laugh) — and  the  result  has  been  that  the  birds  have  multiplied,  and 
have  been  gaining  upon  us  till  now.  Our  friends  now  say  still  that  there  is  no 
alternative  but  to  endow  all  or  to  endow  none.     If,  therefore,  there  is  a  diffi- 
culty at  present,  these  men  themselves  have  been  the  main  agents  in  creating 
the  difficulty ;  and  I  have  not  much  confidence  in  these  circumstances,  in 
their  zeal  against  Popery,  or  in  their  plan  of  resistance.     But  it  is  high 
time  that  it  were  known  that  there  has  not  only  been  a  great  indifference 
manifested  in  that  quarter,  but  something  like  an  active  effort  to  promote 
Popery,  and  thus  by  a  carnal  policy  more  rapidly  to  bring  about  the  pres- 
ent  state  of  things.      For  example,  when  it  was   proposed  to  appoint 
Popish  priests  as  chaplains  in  prisons,  what  is  called  the  Liberation  Society 
came  to  a  deliberate  resolution  that  they  would^ot  oppose  that  measure.* 
This  was  palpably  inco#>sistent,  but  some  of  them  maintained  the  theory 
that  if  a  man  was  imprisoned,  you  might  make  an  exception  to  their 
general  rule,  and  appoint  a  priest  to  deal  with  him.     Our  argument  of 
course  was,  that  whilst  the  payment  of  priests  was  always  unlawful,  if  yon 
eould  lawfully  pay  for  ministers  of  Christ  to  deal  with  men  in  prison,  it 
must  be  equally  lawful  and  much  better  to  pay  for  ministers,  to  teach 

*  See  Bulwark,  toI.  xii.  p.  263. 
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and  influence  tbem  so  as  to  keep  them  out  of  prison.     (A  laugh.)    Their 
idea,  however,  with  all  their  professed  Voluntaryism,  was  that  it  was  a 
very  doubtful  matter,  and  they  resolved  not  to  oppose  prison  chaplains— a 
measure  chiefly  pressed  in  the  interests  of  the  Komish  priests.     I  believe 
that  in  a  great  measure  owing  to  this  the  measure   passed  as  similar 
measures  have  done  since.     But  now  it  is  most  worthy  of  notice  that  there 
have  been  formal  arrangements  between  these  parties,  the  Liberation 
Society  and  the  Irish  Romanists,  of  a  very  direct  kind.     There  is  a  very 
instructive  letter  in  the  Record  newspaper,  8th  June   1868,  by  a  Mr 
Petrie,  which  not  only  refers  to  facts  on  this  subject  which  are  notorious, 
but  which  also  gives  dates  and  quotations.     For  example  : — "  In  December 
1864,  at  the  inaugural  meeting  of  the  Irish  National  Association,  founded 
by  the  Roman  Catholic  prelates  and  three  Roman  Catholic  laymen — Mr 
O'Neil  Daunt  being  one — it  was  declared  in  regard  to  the  second  of  its 
three  objects,  the  abolition  of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland,  that 
*  the  Liberation  Society  of  London  has  held  out  the  right  hand  of  fellow- 
ship to  us.'     In  September  last,  the  Liberation  Society  sent  its  secretary 
to  Ireland,  and  '  he  had  interviews  with  the  principal  ecclesiastics  and 
laymen  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  with  a  view  to  enable  the  Com- 
mittee to  mature  plans  with  a  view  to  obtaining  the  disestablishment  of 
the  Irish  Church.' — Liberator.     This  paper  adds  in  regard  to  these  confer- 
ences, that  '  the  result  is  likely  to  be  the  adoption  of  a  series  of  measures 
which  will  elicit  afresh  the  feelings  of  the  Irish  people.'     After  this  the 
Roman  Catholic  lay  manifesto  appeared."     These  are  important  facts.     It 
is  perfectly  well  known  that  the  representative  of  the  Liberation  Society 
went  to  Ireland  last  year,  and  entered  into  formal  arrangements  with  the 
Romish  party  in  connexion  with  this  matter  of  disestablishing  and  disen- 
dowing the  Irish  Church.     This,  I  believe,  is  an  undoubted  fact,  and 
therefore  I  say  again,  that  in  so  far  as  the  pretended  difficulty  and  dead- 
lock exists,  it  has  been  almost  entirely  promoted  by  the  very  parties  that 
are  now  making  it  the  ground  of  their  argument.     (Hear,  hear.)     But 
where  is  this  to  end  1     It  is  impossible  to  apply  the  theory  only  to  Ireland 
as  some  foolishly  allege,  and  I  am  certain  there  is  enough  of  logic  in  this 
Assembly,  and  in  every  member  of  it,  to  know  that  if  there  be  a  principle 
or  a  truth  at  all  in  this  alleged  necessity,  it  is  a  principle  and  a  truth  that 
applies  to  the  whole  United  Kingdom.     (Hear,  hear.)     It  must  therefore 
apply,  of  course — I  dare  say  you  will  be  prepared  to  admit  this — to  the 
overthrow  of  the  other  ecclesiastical  institutions  of  the  country — I  mean 
the  whole  Church  establishments.     The  same  rule  which  applies  to  one 
applies  to  them  all.     The  secret  plotters  will  readily  admit  this,  and  they 
only  begin  at  Ireland  as  the  weakest  point,  but  they  will  and  can  be  only 
satisfied  with  the  disestablisment  of  all  these  institutions — that  is  to  sav 
with  the  Government  washing  its  hands  of  any  direct  countenance  or  sup- 


12 

port  of  Protestant  truth  as  opposed  to  Popish  falsehood.  Well,  that  is 
surely  a  formidable  prospect,  a  matter  that  ought  to  excite  very  considerable 
interest  on  the  part  of  those  who  have  the  least  desire  to  maintain  the 
existing  liberties  of  the  country.  I  believe  that  the  proposal  cuts 
very  deep,  goes  even  to  the  foundations  of  the  throne  as  a  Protestant 
throne,  and  of  all  property  as  bound  up  with  the  Revolution  settlement. 
One  would  require,  indeed,  to  know  a  great  deal  better  about  it  than  we 
seem  to  do  at  present,  before  assenting  to  a  proposition  so  very  serious. 
Besides,  what  about  our  own  education  scheme?  Our  own  education  scheme 
involves  apparently  the  very  principle  which  we  are  called  upon  this  day  to 
treat  so  summarily.  (Hear,  hear.)  Now,  in  a  sense  we  condemn  that 
scheme  in  so  far  as  it  supports  falsehood ;  but  we  never  imagined  that 
Government  were  forced  so  to  act,  and  because  the  Government  do  wrong, 
in  spite  of  our  protest,  we  do  not  refuse  their  support  to  our  own  schools  : 
but  our  education  scheme  is  just  the  case  of  Ireland  in  miniature.  An  Irish- 
man looking  across  to  Scotland,  could  well  pay  us  back  in  our  own  coin, 
and  say,  "  Your  schools  stand  precisely  in  principle  on  the  footing  of  our 
churches.  We  have  no  doubt  education,  but  our  education,  as  yet  at 
least,  is  not  denominational.  It  purports  to  be  a  national  system  of 
education ;  but  in  Scotland  you  have  an  avowedly  denominational  scheme. 
You  of  the  Free  Church  get  grants  to  the  extent,  I  believe,  of  something 
like  £40,000  a  year,  on  the  ground  that  you  teach  religion.  It  is  avowedly 
on  that  ground  that  these  grants  are  given  to  your  Church  as  a  Free 
Church,  and  avowedly  with  the  knowledge  that  the  popish  Bishop  Strain 
gets  grants  for  the  teaching  of  Popery,  and  that  Bishop  Morell  gets  grants 
for  the  teaching  of  Puseyism,  or  his  views,  whatever  they  may  be — (a  laugh) 
— and  that  the  Established  Church  gets  grants.  In  a  word,  you  have  here 
for  the  teaching  of  the  young  the  identical  same  scheme  which  exists  in  Ire- 
land for  the  teaching  of  the  old,  and  which  you  say  must  be  got  rid  of  in 
order  to  get  rid  of  Popish  grants."  But  where  is  your  consistency  1  If  the 
theory  which  you  are  now  to  maintain  is  that  in  order  to  get  quit  of  objection- 
able grants  you  must  get  quit  of  all  grants,  then  I  say  by  all  means  you 
must  apply  it.  Since  you  now  affirm  that  principle  as  a  General  Assembly, 
you  must  be  prepared  to  carry  out  your  new  views,  or  to  stand  dis- 
honoured before  the  world.  (Hear,  hear.)  Our  Voluntary  friends  have 
carried  it  out,  of  course,  all  along.  They  have  never  accepted  of  these 
grants  as  a  Church.  They  have  always  protested  against  our  accepting  of 
them,  and  if  we  have  now  been  converted  to  their  theory — I  have  not 
been  converted — but  if  our  friends  on  the  other  side  have  been  converted 
to  that  theory,  I  wish  them  to  see  what  the  application  of  it  undoubtedly 
will  be.  We  had  at  one  time  a  very  strong  debate  on  the  subject,  and  our 
excellent  friend,  Mr  Moody  Stuart  and  a  few  others  stood  out,  and  stand 
out  to  this  day,  against  the  acceptance  of  these  grants,  just  on  the  very 
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ground  that  they  implied,  as  he  thought,  the  granting  of  money  to  the 
Roman  Catholics.  I  never  could  see  that,  because,  though  I  totally  ob- 
jected to  the  giving  of  grants  to  the  Roman  Catholics,  I  never  could  see 
that  the  fact  that  the  Government  did  a  bad  thing  was  any  conclusive 
reason  why  the  Government  should  not  be  allowed  to  do  a  good  thing. 
The  sin  was  with  the  Government,  but  not  with  us  if  we  firmly  protested- 
And  I  illustrated  it  in  this  way.  Here  is  a  well  which  sends  forth  most  beau- 
tiful water.  But  I  shall  suppose  that  a  teetotaller  sees  his  neighbour  taking 
that  good  water  to  make  his  toddy.  He  being  a  teetotaller,  is  of  course 
shocked  by  that  application  of  the  water,  but  he  reckons  it  still  good,  and 
would  make  his  tea  out  of  it  without  the  slightest  compunction.  (A  laugh.) 
And  so,  if  the  Government  gives  money  to  Popish  schools,  I  protest  against 
that,  and  say  it  is  a  most  criminal  thing  to  do,  and  absolutely  unnecessary  ; 
but  I  don't  feel  bound  to  abstain  from  doing  what  I  maintain  to  be  right, 
taking  grants  for  the  maintenance  of  Protestant  truth.  And  I  take  the 
same  ground  with  regard  to  the  Irish  Established  and  Presbyterian  churches. 
You  say  that  the  property  of  these  churches  must  be  given  up  because  they 
form  a  pretext  for  the  support  of  Maynooth,  and  that  the  only  alternative 
now  before  the  country  is,  that  of  endowing  all  or  none.  Well,  prepare 
for  the  alternative.  Apply  it  to  yourselves,  and  to  your  own  Education 
Scheme.  "  Take  the  beam  out  of  thine  own  eye,  and  then  thou  shalt  see 
clearly  to  take  the  mote  out  of  thy  brother's  eye."  (Hear,  hear).  But,  in 
addition  to  all  these  considerations,  I  object  to  this  theory  on  the  ground 
that  it  raises  a  totally  false  issue.  It  is  not  true,  in  point  of  fact,  that 
either  your  statesmen  intend  to  abolish  all  endowments,  or  that  the  Romish 
party  wish  them  to  abolish  all  endowments.  This  is  a  delusive  statement 
palmed  off,  by  designing  persons,  upon  the  ignorant  and  unthinking,  who  do 
not  understand  what  the  Romish  system  is,  and  what  our  statesmen  have 
really  proposed  to  do.  The  Voluntary  party,  after  all,  are  little  more  than 
cats'-paws,  doing  the  work  of  Rome.  You  will  find  that  the  Romish  Church 
claims  every  shilling  of  the  endowments  which  are  thus  to  be  set  aside  in 
connexion  with  the  Irish  Establishment.  Of  course,  the  Regium  Donum 
is  an  annual  grant,  but  they  claim  the  whole  accumulated  revenues  of  the 
Irish  Church,     For  example.  Bishop  Moriarty  says  : — 

*'  We  must  bear  in  mind  that  the  Catholic  Church  is  the  rightful  owner 
of  all  the  ecclesiastical  property  in  this  country,  with  the  exception  of  what 
the  Protestant  Church  has  acquired  since  its  separation.  There  has  been 
no  concordat  ceding  this  property  to  the  British  Crown,  or  sanctioning  its 
secularisation.  We  acknowledge  no  prescription  in  this  case.  The  Church 
does  not  allow  the  Statute  of  Limitations  to  bar  her  claims.  The  title  of 
the  Protestant  Church  has  not  even  a  colour  of  validity.  Our  right  is  in 
abeyance,  but  it  is  unimpaired.  We  must  also  bear  in  mind  that  while 
the  Catholic  Church,  as  a  spiritual  corporation,  is  the  rightful  owner  of  all 
ecclesiastical  property,  we,  the  bishops  and  priests,  would  be  only  pos- 
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sessors  of  it  for  the  time  being,  with  right  of  use  and  usufruct.  We  have, 
therefore,  no  power  to  alienate  it  or  to  demand  its  secularisation  unless  with 
the  sanction  of  the  Pope,  who  is,  by  Christ's  appointment,  the  supreme 
ruler  of  our  great  spiritual  commonwealth/' — Letter  to  his  Clergy,  (March 
1867,)  p.  26. 

But  besides  the  highest  Popish  authority  in  this  country,  Dr  Manning, 
in  the  letter  published  the  other  day  to  Earl  Grey,  lays  down  three  great 
principles.  In  the  first  place,  he  claims  all  the  property  of  the  Irish 
Church.  In  the  second  place,  he  claims,  as  a  vital  matter,  that  the  whole 
education  of  the  Komanists  shall  immediately  become  denominational,  and 
that  all  the  Romish  children  at  present  being  instructed,  shall  be  taught 
at  the  public  expense,  according  to  the  principles  of  Popery.  (Hear,  hear.) 
Thirdly,  he  holds  that  a  sweeping  change  must  take  place  in  the  present 
land  system  of  Ireland.     In  regard  to  the  Church  revenues,  he  says  : — 

"  They  ought  indeed  to  be  fully  restored,  (that  is,  the  Church  property.) 
but  let  the  restitution  be  made  to  him  in  the  hands  of  his  poor."  "  By  appro- 
priating the  ecclesiastical  property  of  Ireland  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor, 
the  Legislature  would  realise  one  of  the  purposes  for  which  it  was  origi- 
nally destined,  and  to  which  it  was  applied  in  (Roman)  Catholic  times." 
"  The  bishops  do  not  mean  that  it  should  be  applied  to  relieve  the  land- 
lords of  the  poor  rates,  or  the  Government  of  the  cost  of  education,  but  in 
other  ways  for  which  there  is  no  provision.  There  are  many  works  of 
piety  and  charity  much  needed  in  Ireland,  which  would  absorb  much." 
— Letter  to  Earl  Grey^  p.  27.  Second  Edition.  London  :  Longman's, 
Green  &  Co. 

As  to  education,  he  does  not  mean  to  exempt  the  Government  from  the 
cost  of  education.  The  whole  of  the  immense  sum  that  is  paid  at  present 
— some  two  or  three  hundred  thousand  a  year  which  goes  from  the  public 
taxation  to  support  the  schools — is  to  be  given  still.  But  it  is  their  other 
institutions,  their  convents,  monasteries,  and  so  forth,  that  they  wish  to  be 
maintained  out  of  the  spoils  of  the  Irish  Establishment.  I  know  that 
people  who  don't  understand  Poj)ery  profess  astonishment  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  do  not  ask  the  money  for  their  priests.  They  know  better  than 
that  at  present.  They  know  they  would  separate  from  their  allies,  or 
rather  instruments,  if  they  made  any  such  demand  at  present ;  but  they 
know,  at  the  same  time,  that  the  Popish  theory  is,  not  that  the  State 
should  either  support  or  acknowledge  the  Church  in  any  proper  sense, 
but  that  the  State  should  be  subordinate  to  the  Church — (hear,  hear) — 
that  the  Church  is  rather  to  be  the  body,  that  is,  to  establish  the  State, 
than  that  the  State  should  establish  the  Church.  In  the  meantime,  they 
claim  the  whole  money  and  the  education  grants  to  the  bargain,  so  that 
it  is  a  total  delusion  to  suppose  that  what  they  contemplate  is  a  system 
of  universal  disendowment.  It  is  simply  a  transference  of  all  the  existing 
endowments  to  themselves.  Dr  Manning  says,  in  regard  to  the  schools 
n  Ireland  : — 
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"In  these  4937  schools,  containing  965,379  Catholic  children,  it  is  not 
permitted  to  teach  publicly  the  Catholic  religion,  to  use  Catholic  books, 
or  to  put  up  a  crucifix.  That  is  not  a  sentimental  grievance,  but  a  real 
and  grave  interference  which  paralyses  the  Catholic  education  of  the  Irish 
people.  And  yet  they  have  as  good  right  to  their  own  national  education 
as  England  or  Scotland,  and  for  the  same  reasons." — Letter  to  Earl  Greyy 
p.  21. 

Accordingly  he  demands  this  as  "  a  measure  of  pressing  importance  to 
Ireland,  which  may  be  passed  at  once,  if  any  Government  have  the  will  to 
do  so,"  p.  20. 

Look,  then,  at  what  the  real  issue  will  be  upon  the  Romish  theory.  Others 
tell  us  it  is  to  be  a  universal  disendowment.  Well,  here  is  the  man  who 
knows  best  what  the  Romanists  intend,  and  who,  I  believe,  is  as  honest  in 
this  movement  as  any  man  in  Great  Britain,  and  he  tells  you  the  very 
reverse.  He  tells  you  that  the  whole  of  the  money  taken  from  the  Irish 
Church,  is  to  be  demanded  for  Romish  objects — that  is  to  say,  for  con- 
vents, monasteries,  and  other  institutions  ;  that  he  is  to  demand  still  the 
whole  grants  which  are  given  to  Rome  at  present  for  education  from  the 
public  exchequer,  whilst  that  education  is  to  become  thoroughly  Popish  ; 
that  this  million,  nearly,  of  children  in  Ireland,  are  to  be  handed  over  to 
be  trained  and  manipulated  at  the  public  expense,  under  Popish  teachers  ; 
and  yet  this  is  what  is  meant,  forsooth,  by  universal  disendowment ! 
Suppose  the  disestablishment  of  Protestantism  in  Ireland  to  take  place 
to-morrow,  it  is  probable  that  Rome  would  claim,  and  succeed  in  obtaining, 
a  great  increase  to  her  funds,  and  a  vast  augmentation  to  her  political 
influence.  The  ostensible  object  of  the  whole  movement  is  to  allay  the 
irritation  of  the  Popish  party  ;  and  this  object  can  only  be  gained  in  one 
way.  That  party  has  never  in  any  age  or  country  manifested  any  dislike 
to  endowments,  from  whatever  quarter  obtained  ;  and  although  they  will 
certainly  be  gratified  to  some  extent  by  the  withdrawal  of  all  Protestant 
endowments,  they  will  regard  this  only  to  be  an  intermediate  step  towards 
their  own  elevation.  They  hold  that  the  Reformation  ought  never  to  have 
taken  place,  and  that  the  sooner  it  is  abolished  the  better.  If  Ireland 
were  left  without  Protestant  institutions,  they  would  deem  their  argument 
for  a  Popish  establishment,  from  international  justice,  to  be  irresistible, 
and  especially  against  those  who  had  made  this  first  great  concession. 
If  Established  Churches  are  to  be  maintained  still  in  England  and  Scot- 
land— not  on  the  ground  of  supporting  truth,  but  on  the  ground  simply 
of  upholding  the  religion  of  the  majority — why  should  Romanism  not  be 
established  and  endowed  in  Ireland  ?  This  argument  would  probably 
prevail  At  all  events,  I  have  no  doubt  it  would  be  urged.  Our 
Voluntary  friends  would  be  set  aside  when  they  had  served  their  purpos€l 
— none  of  our  statesmen  are  wedded  to  abstract  Voluntaryism — and  the 
Romanists,  with  more  power  in  Parliament  under  the  new  Reform  Bill, 


16 

and  with  endless  means  of  annoyance  within  and  without,  would  never 
rest  until  they  had  obtained  absolute  supremacy  in  Ireland,  and  that 
too  only  as  a  means  of  regaining  their  ancient  supremacy  in  Britain. 
That  is,  I  have  no  doubt  exactly  what  will  take  place  if  the  matter  goes 
on  upon  the  present  footing ;  and  this  is  enough  to  show  that  it  is  a  false 
issue  which  you  attempt  to  raise  when  you  say  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
— the  undoubted  majority  of  the  people  of  Ireland — have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  th'ere  should  be  either  the  endowment  of  all  or  of  none^ 
in  order  to  get  rid  of  the  existing  state  of  things.  So  far  from  assenting 
to  this  alternative,  they  totally  and  absolutely  repudiate  it.  Then,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  is  equally  repudiated  by  Mr  Gladstone  ;  and  we  know  that 
the  Parliament,  in  supporting  Mr  Gladstone's  resolutions,  have  certainly 
left  an  open  door  for  endowing  Popery.  They  have  done  this  without  the 
slightest  doubt ;  for  it  is  notorious  that  in  those  resolutions,  as  adopted, 
there  was  a  distinct  declinature  to  put  in  any  clause  to  the  etfect  that  none 
of  the  spoils  of  the  Protestantism  in  Ireland  should  be  given  to  Romish 
institutions.  The  alleged  necessary  alternative  was  absolutely  refused; -and 
it  is  obviously  put  forth  now  only  to  deceive  the  simple.  The  attempt  to 
have  it  otherwise,  and  thus  to  enforce  consistency  upon  our  politicians,  was 
proposed  in  two  forms,  and  in  both  forms  it  was  negatived  by  Mr  Gladstone 
and  his  friends.  It  was  negatived  both  in  the  form  of  Mr  Aytoun's  resolu- 
tion, and  in  the  form  of  Mr  Green's  resolution ;  and  the  Times  newspaper, 
which  is,  at  present,  the  leading  supporter  of  the  Gladstone  policy,  lays  it 
down  clearly  that  this  is  the  existing  state  of  things.  "  Mr  Gladstone's 
resolutions,"  says  the  Times,  May  9,  "simply  disestablish  and  disendow  the 
Irish  Church,  but  certainly  leave  it  open  to  deal  with  the  endowment  in  any 
way  that  may  seem  best,  and  hy  no  means  shut  out  the  Romish  Church 
from  any  chance  of  a  share  in  the  arrangements  that  may  be  made.  Mr 
Aytoun  would  have  gone  much  further  than  this.  He  would  have  shut 
them  out  of  all  chance  in  a  share  of  the  endowments."  Here,  then,  is  the 
actual  state  of  things ;  and  you  observe  that  whilst,  on  the  one  hand,  the 
Roman  Catholics  tell  you  plainly  that  they  claim  the  whole  endowments^ 
your  statesmen,  on  the  other  hand,  leave  an  open  door,  by  which  the 
Romanists  may  get  a  portion  of  them,  or,  if  they  choose,  the  w^hole  of 
them.  The  Times  further  says  : — "  Mr  Aytoun's  amendment  would  have 
bequeathed  a  theological  quarrel  to  the  new  Parliament,  larger  in  its 
dimensions,  and  more  bitter  in  its  tone,  than  the  old  Maynooth  contro- 
versy. We  have  only  to  suppose  the  amendment  passed  by  this  Parlia- 
ment, and  dutifully  observed  by  the  next,  to  see  what  it  would  certainly 
and  logically  come  to.  Let  it  once  be  laid  down  as  an  essential  law  and 
part  of  the  constitution  of  this  conntry,  to  be  inherited  by  successive 
Legislatures,  that  a  religion  professed  by  five  or  six  millions  of  our  people 
is  so  bad  that  it  must  not  have  a  farthing  of  endowment,  even  if  that 
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endowment  is  created  by  the  labour  of  the  population  professing  that 
religion,  and  it  would  amount  to  the  most  extreme  case  of  non-endow- 
ment that  could  be  imagined."  In  short,  then,  the  door  is  left  comjDletely 
open ;  and  therefore  the  issue  is  not,  'as  you  say,  an  issue  between  endow- 
ing all  and  endowing  none.  This  is  a  simple  delusion ;  for  even  in  the 
arrangements  for  the  disendowment  and  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Protestant  Church,  the  door  is  avowedly  left  open  to  hand  over  these 
endowments,  if  the  next  Parliament  chooses — and  it  may  be,  although  I 
liope  not,  a  more  Popish  Parliament  than  the  present — to  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church.  (Applause.)  This  is  the  state  of  the  case,  deny  it  as 
you  will,  and  cry  out  as  louldly  and  credulously  to  the  public  as  you  choose 
that  the  only  possible  alternative  is  to  endow  all  or  to  endow  none.  That  is 
not  the  alternative,  and  it  is  a  pure  hallucination  to  imagine  that  it  is. 
Then,  again,  one  reason  why  I,  for  one,  object  very  much  to  our  Church 
pronouncing  an  opinion  on  this  question  in  the  direction  indicated,  even 
if  I  were  clearer  about  it  than  I  am,  is,  that  it  involves  very  serious 
questions  of  a  national  kind — I  mean  questious  in  reference  to  our  whole 
connexion  with  Ireland  by  means  of  a  Treaty  of  Union.  It  is  quite  certain 
that  a  condition  of  the  Treaty  of  Union  is  the  maintenance  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church — I  do  not  say  the  maintenance  of  any  of  its  corruptions. 
I  believe  that  it  may  be  improved  to  any  extent,  so  as  to  make  it  a  more 
scriptural  and  efficient  institution,  without  altering  the  Treaty  of  Union. 
The  clause  of  the  Treaty  between  England  and  Ireland  is  to  this  effect  : — 
"  That  the  Churches  of  England  and  Ireland,  as  now  by  law  established, 
be  united  into  one  Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  to  be  called  '  the  United 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland;'  and  that  the  doctrine,  worship,  discipline, 
and  government  of  the  said  United  Church  shall  be,  and  shall  remain  in 
full  force  for  ever  as  the  same  are  now  by  law  established  for  the  Church 
of  England;  and  that  the  continuance  and  prerervation  of  the  said  United 
Church,  as  the  Established  Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  shall  be 
deemed  and  taken  to  be  an  essential  and  fundamental  part  of  the  Union." 
Now,  one  of  the  greatest  judges  that  ever  was  in  England,  Lord  Ellen- 
borough,  has  stated,  with  reference  to  this  fundamental  condition  : — 
"  By  fundamental  is  meant,  with  reference  to  the  subject-matter,  such  an 
integral  part  of  the  compact  and  union  formed  between  the  two  kingdoms 
as  is  absolutely  necessary  to  the  support  and  sustaining  of  the  whole  fabric 
and  superstructure  of  union,  raised  and  built  thereupon ;  and  such  as, 
being  removed,  would  produce  the  ruin  and  overthrow  of  the  political 
union  founded  upon  the  article  as  its  immediate  basis."  Again,  a  recent 
writer  in  the  Law  Times,  May  30,  says,  "  As  with  the  Coronation  Oath, 
so  with  the  Act  of  Union  ;  it  is  within  the  power  of  Parliament  to  alter  it ; 
but  until  altered  in  due  form  of  law;,  the  conditions  abide,  and  the  conse- 
quence will  be  that  upon  the  instant  of  the  Suspensory  Bill  becoming  law 
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the  union  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  will  be  repealed."  Can  any 
man  look  at  this  without  considering  what  serious  responsibility  must  arise 
in  connexion  with  it  ?  My  own  opinion  is,  that  the  Roman  Catholics  have 
two  objects  in  view.  I  believe  they  would  rather  have  the  union  abolished 
than  anything  else  you  can  do  for  them.  This  has  been  the  object  of  their 
struggle  ever  since  I  can  remember ;  and  if  they  can  say,  "  You  have  broken 
the  Treaty  yourselves,  and  now  we  are  retained  simply  by  the  strong  hand, 
we  appeal  to  France  and  America — just  as  Dr  Manning  gives  broad  hints 
about  the  relation  between  Ireland  and  America  in  this  letter — to  come 
and  set  us  free" — I  believe  you  would  bring  about  a  state  of  things  for 
which  I  at  least  would  take  no  responsibility.  (Cries  of  "  Nor  I,"  and 
laughter.)  Some  brethren  smile  at  this.  It  will  be  no  smiling  matter  if  it 
comes  to  the  issue.  Ireland  has  often  been  said  to  be  the  back-door  to 
England,  and  we  have  seen  enough  to  know  that  this  state  of  things  may 
be  extremely  dangerous.  Dr  Manning  says,  "  Four  and  a  half  millions 
of  Irish  in  Ireland  turn  instinctively  to  five  millions  of  Irish  in  Ame- 
rica."— (Letter,  p.  42.)  These  are  some  reasons  why,  on  the  one  hand, 
I  do  not  believe  the  alternative  before  you  is  an  alternative  to  endow 
all  or  endow  none,  I  believe  that  is  a  thorough  delusion — and,  in  the 
second  place,  why  even  if  it  were  true,  I  hold  that  there  are  so  many  poli- 
tical questions  mixed  up  with  it  that  it  is  an  extremely  improper  and  dan- 
gerous thing  for  our  Church  to  plunge  into  any  such  political  action — for  it 
is  nothing  else — by  giving  a  declaration  virtually  on  the  side  of  Mr  Glad- 
stone and  his  resolutions.  I  greatly  prefer  our  old  Church  principles. 
Dr  Chalmers,  in  many  of  his  books,  gave  very  sage  advice  on  the  subject, 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  supporting  Protestantism  in  Ireland ; 
and  our  excellent  friend  Dr  Buchanan  on  the  other  side  of  the  table  made 
a  statement  a  good  while  ago  with  which  I  still  cordially  concur.  It  is 
curious  that  at  the  very  same  time,  1835,  I  find  I  made  myself  a  speech 
on  the  subject  in  this  city ;  and  in  that  speech  I  said,  amongst  other 
things,  in  regard  to  Ireland : — "  We  mean  to  say  that  it  is  the  duty  of  our 
governors  to  give  no  countenance  to  Popery  in  that  island,  but  to  counte- 
nance and  support  to  the  utmost  of  their  power  Protestantism — and  Pro- 
testantism alone — for  we  believe  that  only  to  be  in  accordance  with  God's 
Word.  We  do  not  speak  of  the  propriety  of  continuing  sinecure  men  who 
have  exorbitant  stipends  and  do  no  work — we  do  not  speak  of  the  pro- 
priety of  supporting  Episcopacy — for  we  regard  Presbyterianism  as  the 
most  efi'ectual  form  by  which  the  truth  of  God  can  be  inculcated.  The 
question  is  between  Protestantism  and  Popery.  The  Voluntaries  have 
done  nothing  to  fill  that  land  with  pure  and  undefiled  religion,  though  it 
stands  before  them,  and  has  stood  for  ages,  immersed  in  all  the  darkness 
of  ignorance  and  superstition  ;  and  you  are  not  to  suppose  that  they  have 
any  substitute  left,  when  they  have  swept  away  Protestantism  from  that 
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land,  but  Popery.  (Loud  applause.) "  That  is  what  I  said  thirty  years  ago, 
and  it  is  as  true  at  the  present  moment.  You  say  the  Established  Church 
of  Ireland  has  done  little.  I  know  they  have  many  most  admirable  men. 
They  have  done  a  great  deal,  as  all  who  know  the  operations  of  Mr  Dallas, 
Mr  Nangle,  Mr  McCarthy,  the  late  Bishop  of  Tuam,  and  others,  are  aware  ; 
and  our  Presbyterian  Church  in  Ireland  has  done  much  also.  I  ask  you 
what  Voluntaryism  has  done  ?  Let  a  man  travel  over  Ireland,  from  Dan 
to  Beersheba — (a  laugh) — and  ask  what  Voluntaryism  has  done  for  it 
It  is  easy  for  men  to  say,  "  Sweep  away  those  churches,  and  we  will  do  a 
great  deal."  That  is  what  people  said  long  ago,  but  in  point  of  fact  they 
have  done  little  or  nothing  in  Ireland.  And  more  than  that,  I  believe  if  you 
sweep  down  the  present  barriers  of  Protestantism  they  would  do  still  less, 
for  you  would  have  a  difficulty  in  securing  toleration  or  standing-room  in 
Ireland,  any  more  than  in  any  purely  Popish  country.  Popery  would  soon 
drive  in  your  outposts  and  arrest  your  progress.  It  is  of  no  use  to  talk 
of  Scotland,  for  there  is  really  no  analogy.  We  know  that  when  we 
sent  a  hundred  ministers  to  preach  the  Gospel  in  Ireland,  they  were  ill- 
treated  and  sent  back  to  this  country,  and  nobody  asked  who  sent  them 
back,  or  who  ill-treated  them.  That  experiment  has  not  been  repeated. 
And  we  know  that  the  Methodists,  who  do  more  for  Ireland  than  any 
other  class  not  connected  with  the  Established  Church,  or  the  Presby- 
terians, are  occasionally  maltreated  nearly  to  death.  One  of  them  was  so 
lately  ;  and  there  was  no  punishment  for  that.  And  my  opinion  is,  that 
under  the  new  state  of  things  you  would  have  your  weak  congregations 
swamped;  Protestants  persecuted,  the  scattered  children  of  Protestants 
^trained  up  in  Popery,  matters  worse  than  ever,  and  the  greatest  difficulty 
lin  maintaining  the  cause  of  truth  in  that  country.  (Applause.)  That  is 
my  candid  opinion.  I  expressed  it  thirty  years  ago,  and  I  maintain  it 
more  strongly  now.  It  is  singular  that  Mr  Dunlop,  our  procurator,  who 
was  present  at  the  meeting  to  which  I  have  referred,  expressed  an 
opinion,  in  which  I  now  strongly  concur.  The  truth  is,  that  I  was  very 
young  at  that  time,  and  I  am  not  sure  but  that  he  meant  to  give  me  an 
advice,  as  he  thought  I  was  going  too  far  in  dealing  with  political  ques- 
tions. At  the  same  time  I  cordially  concur  in  the  view  he  then  took,  and 
I  am  sorry  that  he  is  not  present  now  to  say  whether  he  takes  the  same 
view  still.     He  said  *  : — 

'*  It  is  the  duty  of  us  ordinary  and  lay  members  of  the  Church  not  to 
sit  silent,  but  to  come  manfully  forward  and  assist  our  ministers  in  sup- 
port of  those  principles  which  we  hold  along  with  them."  He  added, 
amongst  other  things,  "  No  man  detests  more  than  I  do  the  idea  of  allow- 
ing the  Church  to  be  made  use  of  as  a  tool  for  the  promotion  of  the  paltry 
objects  of  politicians.     So  strongly  do  I  feel  this,  that  if  1  were  put  to 

*  "Report  of  Speeches  taken  in  Shorthand,"  pp.  44,  45.  Edinburgh:  J.  JoLn- 
Btone,  1835. 
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choose  between  the  politicians  who  would  make  a  tool  of  the  Church  for 
their  own  objects,  and  the  politicians  who  oppose  the  Church,  I  would  prefer 
the  animosity  of  the  one  to  the  friendship  of  the  other.  It  seems  to  me, 
at  the  same  time,  that  we  would  be  chargeable  with  cowardice  if  we  should 
shrink  from  the  maintenance  of  those  grand  principles  of  truth  which  are 
founded  on  the  Word  of  God,  because  they  may  be  considered  to  thwart 
for  a  time  the  projects  of  a  political  party.  (Great  Applause.)  ....  Acting 
then,  as  I  hope  the  Church  ever  will  do,  neither  lending  herself  to  the  one 
nor  fearing  the  other,  but  following  her  own  standards,  we  feel  confident 
that  she  shall  succeed  and  ultimately  triumph."     (Applause.) 

I  believe  that  this  is  the  very  rock  on  which  we  are  now  apt  to  split, 
for  an  attempt  is  obviously  being  made  to  make  our  Free  Church  the 
instrument  of  politicians.  But  at  the  same  time,  thirty  years  ago,  we  had 
this  very  weighty  and,  as  T  have  said,  conclusive  deliverance  from  Dr 
Buchanan,  upon  the  subject  of  the  true  remedy  for  the  woes  of  Ireland, 
and  the  great  danger  from  Romish  scheming  : — 

"The  great  obstacle  to  Popish  ascendency  in  Ireland  is  the  Protestant 
Established  Church.     Accordingly,  for  the  present,  they  take  the  Volun- 
taries into  their  camp — hoist  a  common  standard  of  hostility  to  all  national 
establishments  of  religion ;  to  preserve  consistency,   they  ostentatiously 
repudiate  the  idea  of  a  State  support  of  religion  for  themselves,  knowing 
well  that  if,  by  the  helj)  of  their  new  allies,  they  can  pull  down  the  Irish 
Protestant  Church,  they  will  be  able  to  set  up  on  its  ruins  their  own  dar- 
ling superstition.     Let  the  Protestant  Establishment  be  overthrown,  and 
they  will  not  ask  an  endowment  from  the  State,  but  they  will  demand 
what  they  will  be  prepared  to  insist  is  theirs,  independent  of  the  State, 
the  tithes  and  Church  lands  of  ancient  Eomanism.     And,  should  that  day 
come,  the  poor  Protestant  Voluntaries,  who  had  helped  them  to  the  victory, 
would  not  be  long  of  getting  the  reward  which  either  their  folly  or  their 
treachery — the  one    or   the    other,    it  must  be — would  richly  deserve. 
(Laughter  and  applause.)    If  we  are  to  regenerate  Ireland,  we  must  use  the 
same  means  which  regenerated  Great  Britain.     Instead  of  diminishing 
we  must  increase  the  number  of  gospel  ministers ;  and  there,  we  rejoice 
to  know,  are  now  in  the  Irish  Protestant  Establishment  a  goodly  and  noble 
band,  daily  increasing,  and  c(^-operated  with  in  the  exercise  of  admirable 
zeal  and  efficiency,  by  the  Presbyterian  clergy  of  the   Synod  of  Ulster. 
Instead  of  supporting,  at  the  public  expense,  a  Popish  college  to  train  a 
priesthood  in  the  principles  of  Dens,  we  must  see  that  every  parish  is  pro- 
vided with  a  minister,  trained  in  the  principles  of  the  Bible.     Instead  of 
countenancing  and  paying  for  an  educational  system,  which,  in  deference 
to  Popish  intolerance,  shuts  out  the  Bible  from  national  schools,  and  sur- 
renders the  great  Protestant  principle— that  it  is  the  right  and  duty  of 
every  one  to  peruse  it — we  must  encourage  Bible  education  by  every  wise 
and  prudent  means.     It  is  by  thus  sending  the  waters  of  the  sanctuary 
through  a  thousand  channels  over  the  whole  length  and  breadth  of  Ire- 
land, that  alone  we  can  hope  tb   convert  what  is  now  a  parched  wilder- 
ness, a  blighted  waste,  into  a  fruitful  field  :  that  we  shall  realise  the  fond 
imagination  of  its  poets,  and  make  it,  indeed  the  "  First  flower  of  the 
earth,  first  gem  of  the  sea."     It  was  called  the  Island  of  Saints  centuries 
before  the  curse  of  Popery  had  lighted  on  its  pleasant  fields.     If  it  is  ever 
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to  regain  the  title,  that  curse,  whicli  I  have  shown  you  has  lain  on  it  since 
the  days  of  Adrian,  must  be  removed."     (Applause.)" 

This  is  a  most  just  and  weighty  deliverance,  and  is  as  true  to-day  as 
when  it  was  first  uttered. 

Now,  on  all  these  grounds,  I  am  entirely  opposed  to  the  first  proposi- 
tion in  the  motion  from  which  we  differ.  I  think  that,  although  it  has  a 
plausible  appearance,  it  has  no  real  solid  foundation  ;  and  that  even  if  it 
had  a  more  plausible  appearance  than  it  has,  it  is  our  business  as  a  Church 
to  proclaim  truth  in  the  ears  of  our  statesmen  ;  and,  instead  of  helping 
them  over  their  difiiculties  when  they  do  not  intend  to  make  their  way 
smooth  by  maintaining  truth  according  to  the  Word  of  God — instead  of 
this,  I  think  we  should  occupy  a  more  dignified  and  useful  position  by 
rejecting  all  this  causistry,  urging  upon  our  rulers  as  a  solemn  obligation 
their  duty  to  maintain  the  cause  of  Protestant  truth  in  Ireland,  as  well  as 
in  every  other  portion  of  the  British  Empire.  (Applause. )  But  then  I 
have  just  the  same  objection,  or  in  some  respects  a  stronger  objection,  to 
the  second  proposition  which  is  implied,  and  has  been  trumpeted  abroad 
throughout  the  country — namely,  that  this  movement  is  a  Protestant 
movement,  and  will,  if  successful,  give  us  ample  security  at  least  against 
the  continuance  of  Maynooth  and  the  promotion  of  Popery  at  the  public 
expense. 

II.  Let  us  look  calmly  at  this  question.  Is  the  movement  of  Mr  Glad- 
stone Protestant  or  Popish  in  its  bearings  1  We  have  a  loud  cry  that  it  is 
Protestant.  Now,  I  am  quite  certain  that  many  believe  this,  and  yet  it 
is  a  thorough  delusion.  When  I  meet  with  a  man  who  is  a  Voluntary  on 
Bible  grounds,  I  give  him  credit  for  conscientious  convictions,  so  long  at 
least  as  he  acts  consistently.  If  he  will  oppose  every  kind  of  endowment 
and  State  support,  I  at  all  events  see  his  consistency ;  but  nevertheless  I 
am  not  to  shut  my  eyes  to  this,  that  the  whole  facts  of  history,  and  the 
whole  present  bearing  of  things,  indicate  a  great  danger  to  this  country 
from  the  side  of  Romanism;  and  that  one  great  security  you  have 
under  God  for  arresting  the  onward  progress  of  Popery  is  that  your  rulers 
shall  stand  on  the  opposite  side,  and  maintain  Protestant  truth  according 
to  the  Word  of  God  and  the  constitution  of  this  country.  (Applause.) 
In  speaking  of  this,  let  me  mention  what  I  think  is  a  conclusive  proof  of 
I  the  truth  of  what  I  have  stated.  If  you  poll  the  whole  of  the  Papists  of 
tthis  country,  and  the  whole  Papists  of  the  world,  you  will  find  that 
ithey  are  all  on  your  side.  (Hear,  hear.)  Every  one  of  them  voted  on 
your  side  in  Parliament.  Even  some  of  them  crossed  the  floor  from  their 
own  usual  political  party,  and  voted  for  your  view.  And  it  is  not  merely 
in  this  country,  but  over  the  whole  of  Europe,  that  the  Roman  Catholics 

*  "  The  Truths  of  Protestantism  contrasted  with  the  Errors  of  Popery,"  Lec- 
ture xi.,  pp.  53,  54.     Glasgow :  M'Phun,  1837. 
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rejoice  over  the  events  wliicli  are  now  apparently  imminent,  and  out  of 
which  they  expect  to  extract  a  prodigious  harvest  of  progress.  The  Metro- 
politan organ  of  Popery,  the  Weekly  Register f'25i\i  April  1868,  in  reference 
to  the  results  of  the  late  movement  in  the  House  of  Commons,  says : — 

"  Now  we  have  a  chance  of  gaining  a  victory  which  will  redound  to  the 
honour  of  England.  Mr  Gladstone  has  been  the  first  public  man,  likely 
to  hold  office,  who  has  rallied  round  him  an  army  strong  enough  for  the 
assault  of  the  fortress  held  by  the  enemy,  and  for  so  doing  he  has  merited 
the  gratitude  and  support  of  his  fellow-countrymen,  more  particularly  of 
all  those  who  are  Catholics,  and  who  prefer  the  honour  of  their  Church 
and  country  to  the  victory  of  mere  party." 

That  is  what  Dr  Manning's  newspaper  says  on  the  subject ;  and  there  is  a 
very  interesting  pamphlet  just  published  by  a  countryman  of  our  own, 
who  is  resident  in  Spain,  and  who  states  that  the  organs  of  the  Papacy  in 
that  country  are  all  triumphing  over  the  progress  of  things  at  present  in 
relation  to  Ireland ;  the  only  drawback  is,  that  they  think  what  is  now 
proposed  is  not  half  enough.  If  you  will  read  the  letter  of  Dr  Manning* 
you  will  find  that  what  you  propose  to  give  them  is  but  a  mere  moiety  of 
what  they  claim.  They  claim  not  only  the  Church  property,  but  a  total 
change  in  the  state  of  Ireland.  And  this  writer  says  that,  while  the  Ultra- 
montane  journals  of  Spain  are  "  in  ecstasies  "  at  the  result  of  the  division 
on  Mr  Gladstone's  motion,  even  that  most  moderate  of  Spanish  newspapers, 
El  Imparcial,  declares  in  language  of  which  this  is  the  translation  * — 

"  These  concessions  are  not  more  than  palliatives,  with  which  Ireland 
will  not  be  content.  Time  was  when  they  would  have  postponed,  if  not 
averted,  the  explosion  of  discontent ;  now  they  will  produce  but  a  very 
limited  effect,  and  the  crisis  will  continue  as  formidable  as  it  is  at  present." 

Now,  is  not  the  matter  worthy  of  your  consideration  at  any  rate,  whether 
men,  so  very  sagacious  as  the  whole  Romanists  of  the  world  in  discovering 
their  own  interests,  are  likely  to  be  all  wrong,  and  you  are  likely  to  be  all 
right  1  There  is  one  fact  in  connexion  with  this  which  is  curious.  At 
the  time  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Emancipation  in  1829,  and  when  I  was 
a  student,  the  very  same  kind  of  fermentation  existed,  and  the  same  idea 
of  carrying  aU  before  them,  and  overturning  the  Popish  system  by  downright 
kindness  and  so  forth  prevailed.  (Laughter.)  Well,  the  Times  newspaper 
had  an  article  very  recently  which  said  that  this  was  the  view  held  by  the 
bigots  at  that  time  ;  but,  says  the  writer,  the  bigots  have  turned  out  to  be 
right — the  result  has  proved  the  bigots  were  right.  It  is  surely  very  pos- 
sible that  it  may  be  so  again.  It  is  singular  that,  in  announcing  the 
progress  of  Popery  in  this  country,  Dr  Wiseman,  in  his  speech  at  Malines 
not  long  ago,  puts  that  down,  that  act  1829,  as  a  great  triumph 
achieved — the  first  great  triumph  achieved  by  the  Popish  Church  in  this 

*  "  The  Irish  Church,  &c.,"  by  a  British  Resident  in  Spain,  p.  23.     London  :  Simp 
kin,  Marshall,  aoid  Co.,  1868. 
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country,  but  the  first  in  a  series  of  triumphs.  In  connexion  with  this,  it 
is  impossible  for  those  who  may  not  have  been  turning  their  attention 
much  to  this  subject  to  understand  what  the  Popish  Church  is  really  aim- 
ing at  in  this  country,  and  how  far  it  has  already  succeeded  in  accomplish- 
ing these  aims.  I  admit  if  you  had  the  mere  question  of  Ireland  apart 
from  Romanism,  or  the  question  of  this  country  apart  from  the  preten- 
sions of  Romanism,  a  great  deal  might  be  said  on  your  side  of  the 
question ;  but  in  order  to  understand  this  question  of  principle  you  must 
know  what  the  Romish  Church  is  aiming  at,  what  it  is  almost  on  the 
point  of  securing.  That  Church  has  never  ceased,  of  course,  to  claim 
dominion  in  this  country,  as  in  all  countries,  and  the  present  Dr  Manning 
thus  announces  the  special  object  of  this  determination,  if  possible,  to 
reconquer  Britain  to  the  Pope,  of  which,  I  believe,  this  Irish  Church 
matter  is  only  a  branch.     He  says  : — 

"  Surely  a  soldier's  eye  and  a  soldier's  heart  would  choose  by  intuition 
this  field  of  England.  None  ampler  or  nobler  could  be  found.  What 
Nice  was  to  Arianism,  and  Ephesus  to  the  heresy  of  Nestorius,  and  Africa 
to  the  schism  which  withered  before  the  presence  of  St  Augustine,  such  is 
England  to  the  vaster  heresy  of  these  later  days.  It  is  the  head  of 
Protestantism,  the  centre  of  its  movements,  and  the  stronghold  of  its 
powers.  Weakened  in  England,  it  is  paralysed  everywhere ;  conquered 
in  England,  it  is  conquered  throughout  the  world ;  once  overthrown  here, 
all  is  but  a  warfare  of  detail.  All  the  roads  of  the  whole  world  meet  in 
one  point,  and,  this  point  reached,  the  whole  world  lies  open  to  the 
Church's  will.  It  is  the  key  of  the  whole  position  of  modern  error. 
England  once  restored  to  faith  becomes  the  evangelist  of  the  world." 

Again — 

"  If  ever  there  was  a  land  in  which  work  is  to  be  done,  it  is  here.  I 
shall  not  say  too  much  if  I  say  that  we  have  to  subjugate  and  subdue,  to 
conquer  and  rule,  an  imperial  race.  We  have  to  do  with  a  will  which 
reigns  throughout  the  world,  as  the  will  of  old  Rome  reigned  once.  We 
have  to  bend  or  break  that  will  which  nations  have  found  invincible  and 
inflexible.  Were  heresy  conquered  in  England,  it  would  be  conquered 
throughout  the  world.  All  its  lines  meet  there,  and  therefore  in  England 
the  Church  of  God  must  be  gathered  in  its  strength." 

That  is  the  state  of  the  battle.  Undoubtedly  the  power  of  Popery  in 
Europe  and  the  world  is  at  the  present  moment  centring,  and  most 
wisely  centring,  upon  England  and  America.  Romanists  are  profoundly  wise 
in  their  generation.  And  it  is  important  to  consider  that  they  have  made 
great  strides  already  towards  accomplishing  their  object,  although  many 
are  blind  to  this  progress.  In  that  same  lecture  to  which  I  have  referred, 
and  which  is  extremely  well  worth  reading — I  mean  the  lecture  of  Dr 
Wiseman,  delivered  to  the  Popish  ecclesiastics  in  Belgium — he  states  the 
various  steps  which  had  already  been  taken  by  the  Romanists  of  Britain, 
and  the  success  which  had  already  crowned  their  efi'orts.  These  steps 
were  chiefly  three — the  first  was  the  Emancipation  Act  of  1829 ;  secondly, 


24 

there  was  tlie  doubling  of  the  bishops  in  1840 ;  and  last  of  all,  what  we 
called  the  Papal  aggression  in  1850.     He  shows  what  a  multiplication 
of  priests  and  agencies  they  had  succeeded  in   establishing  in  Britain, 
chiefly  at  the  public  expense  of  course.    We  all  know,  and  it  is  not  to  be 
disguised  that  the  Church  of  England,  by  her  traitors  inside,  has  been 
greatly  reinforcing  the  Romanists  outside,  and  that  our  danger  lies  here, 
that  having  a  solid  phalanx  of  Popery  in  Ireland,  a  mass  of  Popery  in  the 
lower  centres  of  our  great  cities,  a  large  number  of  Romanists  in  the 
Church  of  England,  a  number  of  our  higher  classes  zealous  in  behalf  of 
Rome,  we  are  in  danger,  at  no  remote  period,  of  being  surrounded  and 
crippled.     Even  already  we  are  clearly  under  the  necessity  of  fighting  for 
the   constitution,    if    not   for   Protestant   existence.       To   the   triumph 
of    Rome   the   overthrow   of    Protestant    institutions    in    Ireland    and 
Great   Britain  will  obviously  tend.     I   know  this  will  be   reckoned  an 
extravagant  view  by  some  who  have  not  studied  the  subject ;  but,  never- 
theless, I  hold  it,  after  a  study  of  thirty  years ;  and  I  think  that  when  I 
read  two  or  three  extracts  from  a  work  which  has  been  published  lately, 
you  will  see  that,  after  all,  the  view  is  not  so  very  extravagant  as  you 
imagine.     It  is  no  proof  of  intelligence  to  shut  your  eyes.     I  used  to  hear 
it  said  by  old  people,  that  "  there  w^as  nothing  so  bold  as  a  blind  horse," 
because  it  would  run  its  head  against  a  stone  wall.     (A  laugh.)     Even  so  we 
must  not  consider  that  we  see  everything,  and  are  "mighty  wise"  simply 
because  we  have  not  studied  the  subject.     Rome  is  undoubtedly  making 
steady  progress  in  this  country,  and  unless  we  bestir  ourselves,  and  far  more 
if  we  act  as  her  blind  agents,  her  triumph  is  only  a  question  of  time.    Here 
is  a  volume  of  essays  published  by  Archbishop  Manning,  and  you  will  see 
from  these  the  position  we  have  reached  in  his  estimation  in  this  country. 
He  holds  and  justly  holds,  that  even  already  by  the  concessions  which  have 
been  made  to  Popery  by  Government,  by  all  kinds  of  Governments,  by 
allowing  especially  the  setting  up  of  territorial  bishoprics  on  the  part  of 
Rome,   your  Reformation  is  already  in  theory  vitiated.       He  says,  no 
doubt  with  some  exaggeration,  but  with  a  measure  of  truth  : — 

"  The  providence  of  God  has  poured  shame  and  confusion  on  the  Tudor 
statutes.  The  royal  supremacy  has  perished  by  the  law  of  mortality, 
which  consumes  all  earthly  things.  And  at  this  period  of  our  history  the 
supremacy  of  the  Vicar  of  Jesus  Christ  re-enters  as  full  of  life  as  when 
Henry  VIII.  resisted  Clement  VII.,  and  Elizabeth  withstood  S.  Pius  V. 
The  undying  authority  of  the  Holy  See  is  once  more  an  active  power  in 
England ;  the  shadow  of  Peter  has  fallen  again  upon  it." — Essays  on 
Religion  and  Literature.  Edited  by  Archbishop  Manning,  Second 
Series.     London  :  Longman's,  Green,  &  Co.,  1867,  pp.  19,  20. 

In  this  same  volume  you  have  a  series  of  essays  which  are  extremely 
well  worth  reading,  as  indicating  the  unaltered  spirit  of  Rome ;  and 
amongst  the  rest  there  is  one  essay  which  I  should  like  to  see  printed 
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separately.  This  essay  is  on  "  The  Union  between  Church  and  State.*'  It 
will  give  our  Voluntary  friends  an  idea  of  what  Romanists,  their  present 
allies,  think  is  a  true  union  between  Church  and  State.  I  shall  only  read 
two  short  passages.  One  of  these  refers  to  the  assumed  power  of  this 
Romish  conspiracy  over  kings.  This  bears  directly  against  the  existing 
constitution  of  the  country  under  which  we  enjoy  all  our  liberties.  I  hold 
that  you  cannot  maintain  the  Revolution  Settlement,  and  the  succession  of 
the  Crown  in  a  Protestant  sovereign,  except  on  the  principles  which  we 
assert — viz.,  that  the  State  is  bound  to  profess  and  uphold  Protestant 
truth.  If  you  say  that  the  State  has  no  alternative  but  to  support  all 
religions  or  support  none,  you  cannot  uphold  the  British  constitution.  The 
Queen  might  as  well  say  that  she  personally  had  no  alternative  but  to  go 
to  the  Protestant  and  Popish  Church  alternately,  or  go  to  none.  (Hear, 
hear.)  You  cannot  maintain  the  Protestant  succession  except  on  the 
ground  that  the  Queen  must  avow  and  uphold  Protestantism.  But  here 
is  the  true  alternative  with  which  we  are  threatened.  Here  is  what  the 
Papists  say.  They  say  virtually  that  the  Queen  has  no  right  to  reign 
because  she  is  a  Protestant,  and  it  shows  the  boldness  of  these  men  that 
they  dare  to  publish  in  London,  and  under  the  editorship  of  their  highest 
authority,  a  book  containing  such  treasonable  principles.  In  this  book  it 
is  said :  — 

"  If  the  Prince  rebelled  in  such  temporal  matters  as  were  subject  to  the 
authority  of  the  Church,  how  mucb  more  so  if  he  fell  into  heresy  ?  He 
was  not  only  excommunicated,  but  forfeited  also  his  civil  rights.  It  was 
simply  impossible  for  a  king  to  put  aside  the  Church  to  rule  over  a  Chris- 
tian community.  It  would  be  an  act  in  direct  antagonism  to  the  first 
principles  of  law  and  social  order.  It  was  an  axiom  in  such  a  condition 
of  society  that  kings,  to  have  the  right  to  govern  their  people,  had  to  be 
Christian.  Unless,  therefore,  the  right  of  excommunication  were  denied 
to  the  Pope,  the  rights  of  deposition  had  to  be  allowed.  Moreover,  the 
right  of  deposing  kings  is  inherent  in  the  supreme  sovereignty  which  the 
Popes,  as  vicegerents  of  Christ,  exercise  over  all  Christian  nations.  By 
the  very  fact  of  being  Christian,  nations  have  accepted  the  divine  law,  and 
are  bound  by  its  remotest  consequences,  and  the  Church  is  responsible  to 
God  for  the  observance  of  the  divine  law  by  kings  and  peoples  alike  ;  but 
every  responsibility  involves  a  corresponding  authority,  therefore  this 
supreme  authority  is  vested  in  the  Church.  One  of  the  attributes  of 
sovereignty,  however,  is  to  execute  judgment,  and  the  last  punishment  of 
kings  is  deposition.  But  the  Church  is  also  responsible  for  the  highest 
welfare  of  the  people,  for  whose  good,  in  the  name  of  God,  kings  reign. 
When  kings  renounce  the  name  of  God,  and  lead  their  people  to  destruc- 
tion, the  vicar  of  Christ,  by  virtue  of  his  supreme  responsibility  and  con- 
sequent sovereignty,  deposes  the  godless  king,  and  absolves  the  people  from 
their  oath  of  allegiance."     (Hear,  hear.)     Pp.  416-17. 

That  is  the  very  doctrine  which  some  people  think  had  been  maintained 
only  in  the  Middle  Ages.     We  all  knew  that  it  had  been  maintained  in  the 
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Middle  Ages;  but  people  said, ''  Popery  is  changed."  All  vvlio  know  any- 
thing about  it  say  it  is  not  changed,  cannot  change  ;  it  is  exactly  the  same. 
(Hear,  hear.)  Yes,  "  hear,  hear,"  for  the  lesson  is  most  important.  Hear 
once  more  the  doctrine  of  this  same  Mr  Purcell,  endorsed  by  Archbishop 
Manning,  on  the  subject  of  toleration  : — 

"  Then  the  spiritual  and  civil  power  were  so  united  as  to  make  it 
impossible  that  rebels  against  the  one  should  find  refuge  with  the  other. 
Hence,  argues  Professor  Phillips,  this  principle  follows  that  neither  the 
Church  nor  the  State,  whensoever  they  are  united  on  the  true  basis  of 
divine  light,  have  any  cognisance  of  tolerance  ;  but  the  Church,  he  says, 
because  neither  true  peace  nor  true  charity  recognise  tolerance,  but  the 
State,  because,  in  accordance  with  its  own  principle,  it  must  not  tolerate 

anything  which  does  not  agree  with  divine  justice For  the 

preservation  of  unity,  this  peace  calls  for  the  sword  to  separate  brother 
from  brother,  in  order  that  brother  might  not  separate  brother  from  the 
unity  of  the  Church,"  pp.  402-3. 

Think  of  fostering  such  a  system,  and  sweeping  away  Protestantism  in 
Ireland  to  make  way  for  it.  It  is  very  instructive,  moreover,  that  in 
connexion  with  the  putting  forth  of  these  doctrines,  and  with  the  progress 
of  things  which  we  thus  see  around  us,  a  Bill  has  been  passing  almost 
unnoticed  through  Parliament  which  actually  abolishes  the  Protestant 
oath  of  allegiance  to  the  Queen.  There  were  three  oaths  formerly,  and 
these  were  condensed  into  one;  but  still  the  ordinary  oath  contains  a 
clear  provision  for  the  Protestant  succession  of  the  Crown  as  follows  : — 

"  I,  A.  B.,  do  swear  that  I  will  be  faithful  and  bear  true  allegiance  to 
Her  Majesty  Queen  Victoria,  and  will  defend  Her  to  the  utmost  of  my 
power  against  all  conspiracies  and  attempts  whatever  which  shall  be  made 
against  Her  person,  crown,  or  dignity ;  and  I  will  do  my  utmost  endea- 
vour to  disclose  and  make  known  to  Her  Majesty,  Her  heirs  and  successors, 
all  treasons  and  traitorous  conspiracies  which  may  be  formed  against  Her 
or  them  ;  and  I  do  faithfully  promise  to  maintain,  support,  and  defend, 
to  the  utmost  of  my  power,  the  succession  of  the  crown,  which  succession, 
by  an  Act  intituled  '  An  act  for  the  further  Limitation  of  the  Crown,  and 
better  Securing  the  Rights  and  Liberties  of  the  Subject,'  is  and  stands 
limited  to  the  Princess  Sophia  Electress  of  Hanover,  and  the  heirs  of  her 
body,  being  Protestants,  hereby  utterly  renouncing  and  abjuring  any 
obedience  or  allegiance  unto  any  other  person  claiming  or  pretending  a 
right  to  the  Crown  of  this  realm  ;  and  I  do  declare  that  no  Foreign  Prince, 
Person,  Prelate,  State,  or  Potentate  hath  or  ought  to  have  any  jurisdiction, 
power,  superiority,  pre-eminence,  or  authority,  ecclesiastical  or  spiritual, 
within  this  realm ;  and  I  make  this  declaration  upon  the  true  faith  of  a 
Christian.-^So  help  me  God."* 

Well,  but  a  Royal  Commission  was  appointed  to  consider  the  whole  sub- 
ject of  oaths.  This  oath  of  allegiance  was  so  condensed — three  oaths  into 
one,  but  still  substantially  maintaining  the  Protestant  succession  :  and 
this  Commission  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  ought  to  be  so  altered  as 
to  leave  out  any  reference  to  these  historical  facts — in  other  words,  that 

*  Act  21  &  22  Vict.  c.  48. 
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it  should  cease  to  be  an  oath  limiting  the  succession  of  the  crown  to 
Protestants.*  Mr  Dunlop  happened  to  be  a  member  of  that  Committee  ; 
and  to  his  great  honour,  in  addition  to  the  other  dissents  that  were  ten- 
dered, he  dissented  specially  from  this  part  of  the  report.     He  said  : — 

^'  I  also  specially  dissent  from  the  report  in  so  far  as  it  recommends  the 
omission  from  the  oaths  of  allegiance  of  all  reference  to  the  Act  of 
Settlement,  and  to  the  succession  to  the  Crown  thereby  established,  on 
these  grounds  : — 1.  Whatever  value  (if  any)  may  attach  to  the  mainten- 
ance of  an  oath  of  allegiance  depends,  not  on  its  giving  a  promise  of 
submission  to  the  reigning  sovereign  personally,  and  those  who  may 
happen,  de  facto,  to  bear  the  sceptre  after  her,  but  on  its  affording  an 
assurance  of  loyalty  to  the  dynasty,  and  pledging  the  party  taking  it  to 
maintain  the  succession  to  the  Crown  as  established  by  law,  and  the 
constitution  in  so  far  as  it  regulates  the  succession  ;  and  the  proposed 
change  in  the  wording  of  the  oath  so  long  in  use,  and  the  studied  omis- 
sion from  it  of  all  reference  to  the  Act  of  Settlement,  would  import  a 
depreciation  of  the  Act  itself,  and  of  the  great  revolution  from  which  it 
flowed,  and  on  which  the  liberties  of  the  country,  civil  and  religious,  rest.."t 

Nevertheless  the  new  oath  has  already  passed  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
it  is  at  the  present  moment  passing  through  the  House  of  Commons,  with, 
so  far  as  we  can  see,  scarcely  a  creature  opposing  it.  I  believe  that,  with 
the  single  exception  of  the  Scottish  Eeformation  Society,  scarcely  any  one 
has  called  attention  to  it.     That  new  oath  is  to  this  effect : — 

"  I  do  swear  that  I  will  be  faithful  and  bear  true  allegiance  to  Her 
Majesty  Queen  Victoria,  her  heirs  and  successors,  according  to  law.  So 
help  me  God."  J 

A  Voice. — "  According  to  law." 

Yes,  according  to  law,  but  the  law  may  be  changed.  They  can  very 
soon  alter  the  law.  (Hear,  hear.)  The  Eomanists  know  very  well  what 
they  are  about,  and  this  is  the  very  thing  they  are  aiming  at,  to  seize  the 
throne.  For  my  part,  I  should  rather  have  a  total  change  of  our  existing 
system,  although  that  I  don't  desire,  than  a  Popish  monarch.  What  is  a 
Popish  monarch  1  He  is  simply  a  dangerous  puppet,  for  the  priest  at  his 
elbow,  his  director  or  confessor  who  absolutely  rules  him,  rules  the 
country  ;  and  I  hold  that  by  this  alteration  of  the  oath  of  allegiance  these 
Romanists  have  made  a  prodigious  step  in  advance ;  and  if  you  take,  in 
connexion  with  that,  the  fact  that  they  are  attempting  at  the  same  time 
to  alter  the  oath  taken  by  the  Queen  herself,  there  is  a  complete  answer  to 
the  remark  which  has  been  made  as  to  the  phrase,  "according  to  law." 
(Hear,  hear.)  The  Queen  herself  requires,  as  well  as  her  subjects,  to  take 
an  oath  which  binds  her  to  be  a  Protestant ;  and  for  the  purpose  of  testing 
her  Protestantism,  she  is  made  to  abjure  transubstantiation,  which  is  the 
great  idol  of  Rome,  as  John  Knox  justly  said.   Well,  that  oath  is  to  be  altered 

*  Report — Oaths  Commission,  1867,  p.  x.  +  Ihid,  1817,  p.  xxiii. 

t  Promissory  Oaths  Bill,  Sess.  1868. 
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if  the  Romanists  can  manage  it,  for  notice  of  a  motion  to  this  effect  has 
been  given  by  Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen,  viz,  : — 

"  After  the  passing  of  this  Act,  no  Sovereign  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land shall  be  required  to  take,  make,  or  subscribe  at  their  coronation,  or 
on  the  first  day  of  their  first  Parliament,  whichever  shall  first  happen,  or 
any  other  time,  the  declaration  commonly  called  the  declaration  against 
transubstantiation  and  the  invocation  of  saints  and  the  sacrifice  of  the 
mass  as  practised  in  the  Church  of  Rome,  anything  in  the  Bill  of  Rights 
or  Act  of  Settlement  to  the  contrary  in  anywise  notwithstanding." 

Now,  if  all  this  succeeds,  the  coast  will  be  all  clear,  you  observe,  for 
the  triumph  of  Popery.  The  Romish  plots  for  the  overthrow  of  Protestant- 
ism in  Britain  are  thus  extensive  and  dangerous.  All  this  proves  clearly 
that  this  matter  of  the  Irish  Church  with  which  we  are  dealing,  as  if  it 
were  just  a  simple  every-day  affair  standing  by  itself,  is  certainly  connected 
with  the  whole  new  scheme  of  Romish  aggrandisement,  and  is  a  matter  in- 
volving the  most  profound  problems  that  can  engage  the  attention  of  states- 
men. If  we  are  to  give  any  opinion  upon  it  at  all,  I  should  like  to  see  some 
far  more  intelligent  opinion  than  merely  this  poor,  untrue,  and  unscriptural 
juggle — for  it  is  nothing  else — this  bald  and  unfounded  formula  that  the 
Government  must  either  endow  none  or  endow  all.  Rome  must  be  laugh- 
ing in  her  sleeve  at  such  silliness,  and  the  practical  effect  of  what  we  pro- 
pose would  undoubtedly  and  clearly  be  simply  to  pave  the  way  for  the 
onward  march  of  this  system,  which  is  already  almost  within  grasp  of  the 
throne  itself.  (Cries  of  "  Oh.")  You  may  say  "  Oh,"  and  cry,  "  It  is 
not  possible  that  in  a  country  so  enlightened  as  this,  Popery  should  again 
get  power  or  influence.  The  great  majestic  people,  doubtless,  would  rise  up 
and  prevent  Popery  from  getting  public  money,  or  acquiring  power  again." 
But  facts  are  far  more  conclusive  than  theories,  and  innumerable  facts 
contradict  your  unfounded  assertion,  and  proclaim  our  danger.  "We  are 
simply,  in  taking  part  with  the  Voluntaries,  playing  into  the  hands  of 
Rome.  And  what  do  you  say  to  America  ?  In  America  there  is  surely  a 
great  intelligent  people — a  more  intelligent  mass  of  people,  so  far  as  I 
could  see,  than  among  ourselves  ;  for  they  are  a  universally  well-educated 
people,  they  know  the  constitution  of  their  country,  and  are  remarkably 
sensitive  about  it.  Nevertheless,  it  is  a  remarkable  fact,  that  Popery  is 
threatening  to  subvert  the  liberties  even  of  the  United  States,  as  well  as 
of  Britain.  Popery  is  getting  large  sums  in  the  United  States  from  the 
public  purse.  The  Reformation  Society  published  this  fact  formerly,  and 
I  observe  that  the  Scotsman  newspaper  has  published  it  on  the  15  th 
curt.,  from  an  American  newspaper,  which  says : — 

"In  1863,  the  city  of  New  York  donated  80,000  dols.  to  the  support 
of  Popery.  In  1866,  the  State  Legislature  gave  away  124,000  dols.  of 
the  public  money  to  the   Roman  Catholics.     In  1867,  the   Legislature 
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gave  50,000  dols.  to  the  Romanists,  and  the  city  gave  them  115,000  dols. 
The  mammoth  Roman  Catholic  cathedral  now  in  process  of  erection  on 
Fifth  Avenue  occupies  ground  now  worth  a  million  of  dollars,  but  which 
was  leased  to  Bishop  Hughes  and  his  successors  at  a  cost  of  one  dollar  a 
year  for  ninety-nine  years — the  lease  being  renewable  for  ever  at  the  same 
rate  !  The  bill  now  before  the  Legislature  appropriate  nearly  half-a-million 
of  dollars  to  sustain  Roman  Catholic  institutions.  These  appropriations  are 
to  all  intents  and  purposes  a  tax  upon  Protestants  for  the  support  of 
Popery."  "  It  is  useless  to  disguise  the  fact  that  the  Papal  hierarchy  is 
straining  every  nerve  to  get  the  preponderance  of  political  power  in  this 
country,"  says  still  another  indignant  Protestant  journal.  "  So  far  as  New 
York  is  concerned,  it  is  a  question  whether  it  has  not  already  reached  that 
point.  The  Popish  papers  make  it  a  matter  of  boasting  that  they  control 
our  Legislature." 

There  is  Popery  for  you  which  does  not  want  any  endowments,  forsooth ! 
There  is  Popery  that  is  so  completely  weaned  from  all  desire  that  the 
Governments  and  powers  of  the  world  should  give  her  any  money,  that 
she  is  prepared,  you  say,  to  join  the  Voluntaries  of  Great  Britain  in  the 
movement  for  disendowing  and  disestablishing  every  religious  body.  She 
just  takes,  you  may  depend  upon  it,  as  much  money  as  she  can  get.  (Hear, 
hear).  She  is  truly  like  the  two  daughters  of  the  horse-leech,  saying,  "  Give, 
give,"  and  never  saying,  "  It  is  enough."  (Hear,  hear.)  Therefore  I  come 
back  to  where  I  began.  The  movement  of  Mr  Gladstone,  whether  he 
knows  it  or  not,  is  a  movement  to  clear  away  obstacles  which  oppose  the 
triumph  of  Popery  in  Ireland,  with  a  view  to  her  ultimate  triumph  in 
Britain.  It  is  the  first  step  of  a  series  for  that  purpose,  and  we  ought  on 
no  account  to  help  it  forward.  My  principle  is  simply  this.  Let  us 
hold  up  Protestant  truth  in  the  face  of  statesmen,  and  all  the  more  at  a 
time  when  statesmen  of  all  classes  are  evidently  determined  to  throw  aside 
the  great  principles  of  the  Reformation  and  Revolution,  upon  which  the 
liberty  and  prosperity  of  this  country  undoubtedly  depend.  Let  us  main- 
tain as  strongly  as  you  like,  the  sin  of  Governments  in  giving  grants  to 
truth  and  falsehood  alike.  Let  us  say,  in  as  strong  language  as  you  please, 
that  to  set  up  an  image  of  Baal  alongside  of  the  gospel  of  Jesus  Christ  is 
the  grossest  impiety  of  which  nations  can  be  guilty ;  but  do  not  let  us 
countenance  for  a  single  moment  the  idea  that  statesmen  are  entitled  in 
any  circumstances  to  be  indifferent  to  the  distinction  between  truth  and 
falsehood.  (Hear,  hear.)  They  cannot  be  indifferent — they  will  not  be 
indifferent.  They  may  begin  by  pretended  indifference,  but  like  a  loaded 
dice  they  will  always  fall  ultimately  on.  the  wrong  side,[for  "he  that  is  not 
with  Christ  is  against  Him  ;  and  he  that  gathereth  not  with  Him  scattereth 
abroad."  (Applause.)  And,  my  dear  friends,  if  this  is  to  be  a  sample 
the  results  of  our  proposed  union,  if  this  is  to  be  the  first-fruits  of  our 
confederation,  namely,  to  help  to  overthrow  the  existing  Protestant  insti- 
tutions of  the  country — (hear,  hear) — I  only  contemplate  it  with  growing 
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alarm.  We  have  no  personal  connexion  with  these  institutions,  and  we  all 
disapprove  of  them  in  so  far  as  they  are  corrupt,  but  as  a  man  having  an  in- 
terest in  the  welfare  of  this  kingdom,  and  in  generations  yet  unborn,  I  depre- 
cate a  movement  which  would  overthrow  them  in  the  interest  of  Romanism, 
and  it  may  be  bury  the  throne  itself  amongst  their  ruins.  (Hear,  hear.)  Any 
man,  apart  from  Christian  principle,  who  has  anything  to  lose,  or  any  regard 
to  the  best  interests  of  the  country,  had  better  consider  what  is  really  in  pro- 
gress before  he  gives  any  countenance  to  the  present  movement.  Men  may 
say,  "  Oh,  you  are  raising  the  No  Popery  cry."  If  by  this  is  meant  an  igno- 
rant "  No  Popery"  cry,  I  am  opposed  to  that.  I  would  give  Papists  all  tha+ 
is  just  and  right  as  individuals ;  but  as  to  Popery  itself,  I  am  utterly  and 
totally  opposed  to  it  as  a  system — (hear,  hear) — and  I  believe  that  the 
greatest  curse  that  could  befall  this  country — that  if  God  were  to  give 
over  our  statesmen  to  the  greatest  mischief  that  could  possibly  befall  them, 
it  would  be  to  allow  them  to  satisfy  themselves  with  their  own  devices,  by 
taking  back  again  into  their  embraces  this  system  of  deadly  error  and  un- 
mitigated tyranny.  It  was  a  strange  thing  to  see  some  time  ago  the 
great  anxiety  that  was  manifested  in  regard  to  the  pessible  invasion  of 
this  country  by  France.  The  mere  hint  of  such  a  possible  invasion, 
although  it  never  has  come  to  anything,  not  only  made  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  men  start  up  and  train  themselves  to  arms,  but  the 
impulse  of  that  movement  exists  unabated  to  the  present  moment. 
How  strange  it  is,  then,  that  there  should  be  not  only  a  general  in- 
difference, when  there  is  not  only  a  threatened  but  an  actual  invasion 
of  a  far  more  formidable  kind  in  our  very  midst,  in  all  our  cities, 
aiming  at  the  overthrow  of  all  our  liberties,  the  sweeping  away  of  all  that 
is  sacred  and  glorious  in  the  Reformation  itself,  for  the  purpose  of  having 
.  Romanism,  the  curse  of  all  lands,  again  installed  in  power.  How  strange 
is  it  not  only  that  men  are  indifferent,  but  that  even  Christian  Churches 
themselves  are  so  deluded  as  to  take  part  with  the  enemy,  and  openly  help 
him  to  destroy  the  Irish  fortresses  of  Protestantism  ?  It  is  an  alarming 
and  most  humbling  sight,  reminding  us  of  the  words  of  the  poet : — 

"  When  nation!  are  to  perish  in  their  sins, 
>  'Tis  in  the  Church  the  leprosy  begins." 

Let  our  Church  at  least  not  commit  itself  on  the  side  of  the  enemy, 
but  whilst  we  most  carefully  hold  aloof  from  the  dangerous  schemes  of 
politicians,  and  stand  firm  as  a  witness  for  the  truth  that  all  nations  are 
bound  to  serve  and  honour  the  Lord,  let  us  maintain  the  grand  position 
which  we  have  received  as  a  public  mediator  on  the  side  of  truth  and  of 
Christ.  (Applause.)  We  cannot  be  suspected,  if  we  only  act  consistently, 
of  having  any  personal  interest  in  this  matter.  But,  on  the  other  hand, 
if  we  leave  the  high  ground  of  principle  and  plunge  into  political  agitation, 
I  see  before  us  troubles  greater  than  any  which  we  have  had  as  yet  to 
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encounter — serious  troubles,  the  bitter  end  of  which  none  of  us  may  liTe 
to  see,  but  which  our  children  may  rise  up  to  deplore.  (Hear,  hear.)  I 
at  least  am  determined  to  be  clear  of  the  responsibility  of  betraying  the 
cause  of  the  Reformation,  on  any  such  pretext,  however  plausible;  and  my 
comfort  is  this,  that  whatever  even  our  own  Church,  hitherto  honoured  of 
God,  may  be  left  to  do  in  this  matter,  whatever  the  Christians  of  this 
country  may  be  left  to  do,  the  cause  of  Christ  is  safe  in  the  hands  of 
Christ  himself.  He  is  Governor  amongst  the  nations.  (Hear,  hear.)  If 
He,  in  His  mysterious  providence,  overturns,  and  overturns,  and  overturns, 
let  it  be  so,  and  let  us  look  on  with  awe  ;  but  let  us  take  no  part  with  the 
enemies  of  Christ,  and  let  us  never  cease  to  lift  up  as  a  banner  to  the  nations 
in  this  cloudy  and  dark  day  our  testimony  on  behalf  of  His  universal 
supremacy,  and  say,  "  Be  wise,  now,  ye  kings ;  and  be  instructed,  ye 
judges  of  the  earth."  "  Why  do  the  heathen  rage,  and  the  people  imagine 
a  vain  thing  1 "  *'  Yet  have  I  set  my  King  upon  my  holy  hill  of  Zion.'* 
"  He  must  reign  until  He  hath  put  all  enemies  under  His  feet"  : — 

"  Temples  may  fall,  and  towers  and  States, 
^  But  Truth's  imperishable  gates 

Withstand  each  hostile  shock  ; 
The  Church  of  Christ  can  never  fall, 
Strong  stands  her  heaven-protected  wall — 
'Tis  founded  on  a  rock," 

(Loud  applause.) 


THE  INFLUENCE  OF  THE  CHURCH  UPON  ROMAN 
CATHOLICS  WHO  EMIGRATE. 

The  Rev.  W.  C.  Plunket,  in  his  pamphlet,  "  The  Church  and  the  Census 
in  Ireland,"  quotes  the  following  testimony  of  Mullen,  a  priest,  sent  to 
America  in  order  to  collect  funds  for  the  Roman  Catholic  College  that  it 
was  proposed  to  establish  in  Ireland,  in  opposition  to  the  Queen's  Colleges. 
"  Twelve  years  ago,  America  had  a  Catholic  population  (according  to 
Dr  England,  Bishop  of  Charleston)  of  1,200,000.  Calculating  the  in- 
crease of  this  number  by  births  at  the  very  small  number  of  500,000,  and 
adding  for  converts  in  the  larger  cities  and  towns  20,000,  we  wiU  have 
the  following  total : — 

Catholic  emigrants  from  the  years  1825  to  1844  .  .     800,000 

Do.  do.  1844  to  1852  .  .  1,200,000 

Do.  from  other  countries  .  .  .     250,000 

American  Catholic  population  twelve  years  ago    .  .  1,200,000 

Increase  by  births  since  .  .    •>        .  .  .     500,000 

Number  of  converts         .....       20,000 


Number  who  ought  to  be  Catholics  .  .  3,970,000 

Number  who  are  Catholics     .  .  .  1,980,000 


Number  lost  to  the  Catholic  Church      .  1,990,000 
Say  in  round  numbers  two  millions  !" 
Freeman's  Journal,  Saturday.  Avril  24.  1852. 


